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s PROGRAM ID: REGION 6 IMPLEMENTER PAGE: 1
N HIRPDOO02 * # * RCRIS V.5,0.1 * * # DATE:03/17/94
. TEXAS

HID DUMP REPORT -- HANDLER 2 FILE
CONTACT SEGMENT

2 HANDLER ID: TXT982813453 NAME: FRISCO, CITY OF

|

LOCATION C1TY: FRISCO COUNTY: COLLIN |
4

. Trans: LQG: SQG: CESQG: Land: X Incin: Stor/Trt:

CONTACT TYPE: A ADDRESS TYPE: M

FIRST NAME: PUREFOY LAST NAME: GEORGE

TITLE: PHONE:

STREET1: P O BOX 177 STREET2:

CITY: FRISCO STATE: TX ZIP: 75034

CONTACT SEGMENT

CONTACT TYPE: N ADDRESS TYPE: M
s FIRST NAME: PUREFOY LAST NAME: GEORGE
TITLE: PHONE:
STREET1: P O BOX 177 STREET2:
CITY: FRISCO STATE: TX ZIP: 75034

OWNER/OPERATOR SEGMENT

SEQUENCE NO: 1 .;
INDICATOR: CO OWNER TYPE: O CHANGE DATE: |
NAME : UNKNOWN |
PHONE : 0000000000 |
STREET1: UNKNOWN |
CITY: UNKNOWN STATE: TX ZIP: 000000000

SIC CODE SEGMENT

SEQ PRIMARY SIC
NO IND CODE SOURCE

J 0 0000

OTHER PERMITS SEGMENT

PERMIT NUMBER PERMIT TYPE PERMIT DESCRIPTION




PROGRAM ID: REGION 6 IMPLENENTER PAGE: 1
HIRPDOO6 #* * *+ RCRIS V.5.0.1 * * * DATE:03/17/94
TEXAS

HID DUMP REPORT -- HANDLER 2 FILE
SOURCE/RECEIPT DATE/COMMENTS/ACTIVITY SEGMENTS

HANDLER ID: TXT982813453 NAME: FRISCO, CITY OF

LOCATION CITY: FRISCO COUNTY: COLLIN

prpppeppmp—p———— T T L L L L L L L L L L UNIVERSE S ErossssCssEEESSESEECSESSEEEEe
Trans: LQG: SQG: CESQG: Land: X Incin: Stor/Trt:

SOURCE: E

RECEIPT DATE: SEQ NO: COMMENTS :

---------------------- ACTIVITY INDICATORS---==-=-===============-==
GEN TRANS TSD BBL UIC RECY HWF MRKT  OTHER HWF

TO BURNER MARKTER BURNER
1
SPEC
MRKT TO UOF USED OIL UTILITY INDUST INDUST
BURNER BURNER MARKETER BOILER BOILER FURNACE
----- RCRA REG STATUS----- -----RCRA REG STATUS DESC-----
RAEN TRANS TSD BBL GEN TRANS TSD BBL
R
----- STATE REG STATUS----- -----STATE REG STATUS DESC-----
GEN TRANS TSD BBL GENERATOR TRANSPORTER
TSD BURNER /BLENDER
---------- TRANSPORTATION METHOD---------
AIR RAIL HIGHWAY WATER OTHER

---- Used 0il Recycler Notification data ------=--=-=----====°-°""°""""""~
Indicator RCRA Status State Reg Reg Descrip Trangperter Coll




PROGRAM ID: REGION 6 IMPLEMENTER PAGE: 1
HIRPDOO6 * * * RCRIS V.5.0.1 * * * DATE:03/17/94
TEXAS
HID DUMP REPORT -- HANDLER 2 FILE

SOURCE/RECEIPT DATE/COMMENTS/ACTIVITY SEGMENTS
HANDLER ID: TXT982813453 NAME: FRISCO, CITY OF

LOCATION CITY: FRISCO COUNTY: COLLIN
sssssssssneesneeensssssmmssszz J N I V E R S E S ssesssssssssssssssssssscasnes

Trans: LQG: SQG: CESQG: Land: X Incin: Stexr/Trt:
SOURCE: S

RECEIPT DATE: SEQ NO: COMMENTS :
890729
---------------------- ACTIVITY INDICATORSz-=--c--r-s-cpeansascasz=n
GEN TRANS TSD BBL UIC RECY HWF MRKT OTHER HWF
TO BURNER MARKTER BURNER

X
SPEC
MRKT TO UOF USED OIL UTILITY INDUST INDUST
BURNER BURNER MARKETER BOILER BOILER FURNACE
----- RCRA REG STATUS----- -----RCRA REG STATUS DESC-----
GEN TRANS TSD BBL GEN TRANS TSD BBL
R
----- STATE REG STATUS----- -----STATE REG STATUS DESC-----
GEN TRANS TSD BBL GENERATOR TRANSPORTER
TSD BURNER/BLENDER

---------- TRANSPORTATION METHOD---------
AIR  RAIL HIGHWAY  WATER  OTHER

---- Used 0il Recycler Notification data -------=-=-ccccomcccccnnnnn
Indicator RCRA Status State Reg Reg Descrip Transporter Coll
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PROGRAM ID: REGION 6 IMPLEMENTER PAGE:
HIRPDOO7 * % & RCRIS V.5,0,F % ™ X DATE:03/17/94
TEXAS
HID DUMP REPORT -- HANDLER 2 FILE
WASTE SEGMENTS

Source of Information:

Waste
Strng Date Desc Amt UOM Amt in Tons

Waste Char Desc Waste Char Amt Waste Char UOM

PROCESS SEGMENTS

Sc e of Information: E

Process Code: S04 Process Seq: 1 Commercial Availability:

Waste Reg
Unit Type #Units Capacity UOM Status

PROCESS SEGMENTS

Source of Information: S

HANDLER ID: NAME : '
LOCATION CITY: COUNTY: :
Trans: LQG: SQG: CESQG: Land: Incin: Stor/Trt:

Process Code: S04 Process Seq: 1 Commercial Availability:
Amt Typ Status UOM Process Amt No. Units Date
IR R G 15.000
Waste Reg
Unit Type #Units Capacity UOM Status




PROGRAM ID: REGION 6 IMPLEMENTER PAGE: it
PCRP0O001-1 ¥ * RCRIS V.5.0,1 % = DATE:03/17/94
TEXAS
PC.9 Permitting/Closure/Post-Closure Data Dump
PEVENT File Data; Permit Processing Segment

Handler ID: TXT982813453 Name: FRISCO, CITY OF

Location City: FRISCO County: COLLIN
sarssssssssssesunnssssssss=== U N I VE R S E S ==sssssssssssssssscssssss=asax
Trans: LQG: SQG: CESQG: Land: X Incin: Stor/Trt:
| Permit Permit Perm Resp. Person Resp. Attorney
| Seq No Proc. No Auth EPA State EPA State
1 APPO1 J X ™ g 4 X

2 APPO3 J TX X X X
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PROGRAM ID: REGION 6 IMPLEMENTER PAGE: 1
PCRP0001-2 * * * RCRIS V.5.0.1 * * « DATE:03/17/94
TEXAS

PC.9 Permitting/Closure/Post-Closure Data Dump
PEVENT File Data; Event and Unit Group Segment

Handler ID: TXT982813453 Name: FRISCO, CITY OF

Location City: FRISCO County: COLLIN

srsrcssssccssssssssssssssss=s U N I VE R S E S scecossssscosssssccssuanesssn
Trans: LQG: SQG: CESQG: Land: X Incin: Stor/Trt:

Permit Sequence Number : 1

Permit Processing Number: APPO1

---------------- EVENT Segment ------------=====«-

Event Code: CL310

Event Responsible Agency: S

Event Sequence Number: 1

Event Key: TXT982813453001CL310S01
Event Responsible Person:

Original Plan Date of Evnt:

Schedule Date of Event:

Actual Date of Event: 07/29/89

Event Status Code:

Event Comments:

---------------- RUNIT Segment =--c-=n-crcacnson=on

fermit Unit Group ID: TXT982813453001S0301
------------ ==~ EVENT Segment --------=-c-ncc----
Event Code: CL310

Event Responsible Agency: S

Event Sequence Number: 1

Event Key: TXT982813453002CL310S01

Event Responsible Person: TX

Original Plan Date of Evnt:

Schedule Date of Event:

Actual Date of Event: 07/29/89

Event Status Code:

Event Comments:

SLUDGE DRYING BED

---------------- PUNIT Segment ---------cceccc-n=~=
Permit Unit Group ID: TXT982813453002S0402




PROGRAM ID: REGION 6 IMPLEMENTER PAGE: 2
PCRP0001-2 *E**RCRIS V.5.0.1 % » % DATE:03/17/94
TEXAS
PC.9 Permitting/Closure/Post-Closure Data Dump
PEVENT File Data; Event and Unit Group Segment

Handler ID: TXT982813453 Name: FRISCO, CITY OF

Location City: FRISCO County: COLLIN
Trans: LQG: SQG: CESQG: Land: X Incin: Stor/Trt:

Permit Sequence Number : 2
Permit Processing Number: APP03

Event Code: CL320

Event Responsible Agency: S

Event Sequence Number: 3

Event Key: TXT982813453002CL320801

Event Responsible Person: TX
Original Plan Date of Evnt:

Schedule Date of Event:

Actual Date of Event: 08/22/90
Event Status Code:

Event Comments:

---------------- PUNIT Segment ----------ccouuooao-.

Permii. Jnit Group ID: TXT98281345300280402
---------------- EVENT Segment --------c-co-coooo..
Event Code: CL320

Event Responsible Agency: S

Event Sequence Number: 2

Event Key: TXT982813453002CL320S02

Event Responsible Person: TX
Original Plan Date of Evnt:

Schedule Date of Event:

Actual Date of Event: 04/10/91
Event Status Code:

Event Comments:

---------------- PUNIT Segment ---------c-cceeaoo..
Permit Unit Group ID: TXT98281345300280402




PROGRAM ID: REGION 6 IMPLEMENTER PAGE: 2
PCRP0001-2 TP RORT S V5. Q.1 & &% DATE:03/17/94
TEXAS
PC.9 Permitting/Closure/Post-Closure Data Dump
PEVENT File Data; Event and Unit Group Segment

Handler ID: TXT982813453 Name: FRISCO, CITY OF

Location City: FRISCO County: COLLIN
bt bl bbb Ll b b L T T B B g gy U N I v E R S B S bl b e bbb o P ppepe——
Trans: LQG: SQG: CESQG: Land: X Incin: Stor/Trt:

Permit Sequence Number : 2
Permit Processing Number: APP03

---------------- EVENT Segment -------ceccccunaana.
Event Code: CL320

Event Responsible Agency: S

Event Sequence Number: 1

Event Key: TXTS$82813453002CL320801

Event Responsible Person: X
Original Plan Date of Evnt:

Schedule Date of Event:

Actual Date of Event: 08/22/90
Event Status Code:

Event Comments:

---------------- PUNIT Segment ----------c-cueuono..

Permit Unit Group ID: TXT98281345300250402
---------------- EVENT Segment --------cccceomonn.
Event Code: CL320

Event Responsible Agency: S

Event Sequence Number: 2

Event Key: TXT982813453002CL320S02
Event Responsible Person: TX

Original Plan Date of Evnt:

Schedule Date of Event:

Actual Date of Event: 04/10/91
Event Status Code:

Event Comments:

---------------- PUNIT Segment ---------coceceu-n-
Permit Unit Group ID: TXT98281345300280402




PROGRAM ID: REGION 6 IMPLEMENTER PACE: 4
PCRP0001-2 ** X RCRIS V.5.0.1 % & » DATE:03/17/34
TEXAS
PC.9 Permitting/Closure/Post-Closure Data Dump
PEVENT File Data; Event and Unit Group Segment

Handler ID: TXT982813453 Name: FRISCO, CITY OF

Location City: FRISCO County: COLLIN
Trans: LQG: SQG: CESQG: Land: X Incin: Stor/Trt:
Permit Sequence Number : 2
Permit Processing Number: APP03
---------------- EVENT Segment -------cc-cccccmao...
Event Code: CL370
Event Responsible Agency: S
Event Sequence Number: 1
Event Key: TXT982813453002CL370S01

Event Responsible Person: TXLEC
Original Plan Date of Evnt:

Schedule Date of Event:

Actual Date of Event: 11/30/93
Event Status Code: YE
Event Comments:

---------------- PUNIT Segment ----------oooo ...

Permit Unit Group ID: TXT982813453002S0402
---------------- EVENT Segment ----------c-ocoooo...
Event Code: CL380

Event Responsible Agency: S

Event Sequence Number: 1

Event Key: TXT982813453002CL380S01

Event Responsible Person: TXLEC
Original Plan Date of Evnt-

Schedule Date of Event:

Actual Date of Event: 12/15/93
Event Status Code: CA
Event Comments:

---------------- PUNIT Segment ---------ceccuaonn.
Permit Unit Group ID: TXT982813453002S0402
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REGION 6 IMPLEMENTER
¥ ERCRIS N501% KN
TEXAS
PC.9 Permitting/Closure/Post-Closure Data Dump
PEVENT File Data; All Permit Event Segments

PROGRAM ID:
PCRP0091-3

PAGE: 1
DATE:03/17/94

Handler ID: TXT982813453 CITY OF
Location City: FRISCO County: COLLIN

mesccmcssscsssosoneesuennens== J N I V E R S E § sssssssossososssssssssss=s=ss

Name: FRISCO,

Trans: LQG: SQG: CESQG: Land: X Incin: Stor/Trt:
Permit Sequence Number : 1
Permit Processing Number: APPO1
------------------------- EVENT Segment -----==---ccecccccncrcccaa-
Event Code: CL310
Event Responsible Agency: S
Event Sequence Number: 1
Event Key: TXT982813453001CL310S01
Event Responsible Person:
Original Plan Date of Evnt:
Schedule Date of Event:
Actual Date of Event: 07/29/89
Event Status Code:
Event Comments:
---------------------- PM COST Information ---====-rcc-ccccccnanx-
Act Event Event
Est Fund Hours Hours Cost Cost Cost Accounting
Flag Source 1 2 al 2 3 Code
--------------------- PM/FMP EVENT Segment -------------c-ceeoaanux
Event Ev Apprv Initial
Approved Date Approved
Date Count Date
0

Permit Unit Group ID:

PUNIT Segment
TXT982813453001S0301

.-.-‘n
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PROGRAM ID: REGION 6 IMPLEMENTER PAGE: 2
PCRP0001-3 ¥ AT REQURIT S VS0 & W % DATE:03/17/94
TEXAS

PC.9 Permitting/Closure/Post-Closure Data Dump
PEVENT File Data; All Permit Event Segments

Handler ID: TXT982813453 Name: FRISCO, CITY OF

Location City: FRISCO County: COLLIN

snssemsssnsczessszsszzsssss===x U N I VE R S E § ===z coscccssssssssssssss=sa=
Trans: LOG: SQG: CESQG: Land: X Incin: Stor/Trt:

Permit Sequence Number : 2

Permit Processing Number: APP03

------------------------- BYENT Seqment =rc---cress~s-ssnsasomasang

Event Code: CL310

Event Responsible Agency: S
Event Sequence Number: 1

Event Key: TXT982813453002CL310S01
Event Responsible Person: X

Original Plan Date of Fvnt:

Schedule Date of Event:

Actual Date of Event: 07/29/89

Event Status Code:

Ever* Comments:

SLUDGE DRYING BED

---------------------- PM COST Tnformation sars=--=rerensossannzas

Act Event Event
Est Fund Hours Hours Cost Cost Cost Accounting
Flag Source 1 2 i 2 3 Code

--------------------- PM/FMP EVENT Segment --------===-=======----

Event Ev Apprv Initial
Approved Date Approved
Date Count Date
0

------------------------- BUNIT Seqment -sassr-ssscassasssscassanrs
Permit Unit Group ID: TXT98281345300250402




PROGRAM 1. .
PCRP0001-3

REGION 6 IMPLEMENTER
e RO RACERT S VS Ol W

PAGE: 3
DATE:03,/17/94

TEXAS
PC.9 Permitting/Closure/Post-Closure Data Dump
PEVENT File Data; All Permit Event Segments

Handlér ID: TXT982£13453 CITY OF
Location City: FRISCO County: COLLIN

Name: FRISCO,

Trans: LQG: SQG: CESQG: Land: X Incin: Stor/Trt:
Permit Sequence Number : 2
Permit Processing Number: APP03
------------------------- EVENT Segment -----cemcccmcmcmeeecnnnna
Event Code: CL320
Event Responsible Agency: S
Event Sequence Number: 1
Event Key: TXT982813453002CL320S01
Event Responsible Person: TX
Original Plan Date of Evnt:
Schedule Date of Event:
Actual Date of Event: 08/22/90
Event Status Code:
Event Comments:
---------------------- PM COST Information ----=---ceecuocmeooaoooo.
Act Event Event
Est Fund Hours Hours Cost Cost Cost Accounting
Flag Source it 2 il 2 3 Code
--------------------- PM/FMP EVENT Segment -----------=-cceeecoua--
Event Ev Apprv Initial
Approved Date Approved
Date Count Date
0

Permit Unit Group ID:

PUNIT Segment
TXT98281345300280402




PROGRAM ID
PCRP0001-3 &8 R CGRE S VS 001 F &% DATE:03/17/94

REGION 6 IMPLEMENTER PAGE: 4

TEXAS
PC.9 Permitting/Closure/Post-Closure Data Dump
PEVENT File Data; All Permit Event Segments

Handler ID: TXT982813453 Name: FRISCO, CITY OF

Location City: FRISCO County: COLLIN
Trans: LQG: SQG: CESQG: Land: X Incin: Stor/Trt:
Permit Sequence Number : 2
Permit Processing Number: APP03
------------------------- EVENT Segment -------cccmmmocoanannnaa..
Event Code: CL320
Event Responsible Agency: S
Event Sequence Number: 2
Event Key: TXT982813453002CL320S02
Event Responsible Person: TX

Original Plan Date of Evnt:
Schedule Date of Event:
Actual Date of Event: 04/10/91
Event Status Code:
'ent Comments:

---------------------- PM COST Information -------cceecoomaaoaa ..
Act Event Event
Est Fund Hours Hours Cost Cost Cost Accounting
Flag Source 1 2 1 2 3 Code
--------------------- PM/FMP EVENT Segment --------=---ceemeoecaoa.
Event Ev Apprv Initial
Approved Date Approved

Date Count Date

0
------------------------- PUNIT Segment ------e-c-coeomammaaoo..

Permit Unit Group ID: TXT98281345300280402




ﬁvr r.*“@gqn..-.f. nr~‘a..—.~.Qt‘--ﬂ‘§‘."qyg‘uhﬁ““gh‘ﬂ oo e .

s

.

PROGRAM ID: REGION 6 IMPLEMENTER PAGE: B
PCRP0001-3 * * * RCRIS V.5.0,1 % * * DATE:03/17/94
TEXAS

PC.9 Permitting/Closure/Post-Closure Data Dump
PEVENT File Data; All Permit Event Segments

Handler ID: TXT982813453 Name: FRISCO, CITY OF |

Location City: FRISCO County: COLLIN
sxsssssssssnsssseussssenmmnsz== U N I VE R S E S sssesssssrrescossssossssssssss
Trans: LQG: SQG: CESQG: Land: X Incin: Stor/Trt:

Permit Sequence Number : 2
Permit Processing Number: APPO3

------------------------- EVENT Segment ---c---s-cecccaccncncananan
Event Code: CL340
Event Responsible Agency: S
Event Sequence Number: 1
Event Key: TXT982813453002CL340S01
E Event Responsible Person: TXLEL
3 Original Plan Date of Evnt:
~ Schedule Date of Event:
Actual Date of Event: 12/31/90

Event Status Code:
Bvedt Comments:
PUBLIC NOTICE LETTER SENT TODAY.

---------------------- PM COST Information ----=ec--cceccncccccan=-
B Act Event Event
K Est Fund Hours Hours Cost Cost Cost Accounting
Flag Source 1 2 1 2 3 Code

--------------------- PM/FMP EVENT Segment --------=-==-cce-c-==----

Event Ev Apprv Initial 1
Approved Date Approved
{ Date Count Date ]
B T o N D g 1
------------------------- PUNIT Segment s-+rv-=srncssccccccsnrenns
I Permit Unit Group ID: TXT98281345300250402




PROGRAM ID: REGION 6 IMPLEMENTER PAGE: 6
PCRP0001-3 * % *RCRTITS V.5.0.1 % & * DATE:03/17/94
TEXAS
PC.9 Permitting/Closure/Poet-Closure Data Dump
PEVENT File Data; All Permit Event Segments

Handler ID: TXT982813453 Name: FRISCO, CITY OF
Location City: FRISCO County: COLLIN
pppp———t T E DL L DL bt UNIVER S E S ———t T LT DL L DLl

Trans: LQG: SQG: CESQG: Land: X Incin: Stor/Trt:

Permit Sequence Number : 2
pPermit Processing Number: APPO3

EVENT Segment
CL360

Responsible Agency: S

Sequence Number: 1

Key: TXT982813453002CL360S01
Event Responsible Person: TX
Original Plan Date of Evnt:
Schedule Date of Event:
Actual Date of Event: 07/07/92
Event Jtatus Code: MO
Event Comments:

PM COST Information

Hours Hours Cost Cost
1 2

PM/FMP EVENT Segment
Initial
Approved

PUNIT Segment
Permit Unit Group ID: TXT98281345300250402
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PROGRAM ID: REGION 6 TMPLEMENTER PAGE: 6
PCRP0001-3 ® o x RICGOR TS VaB.0.1 R % DATE:03/17/94
TEXAS
PC.9 Permitting/Closure/Post-Closure Data Dump
PEVENT File Data; All Permit Event Segments

Handler ID: TXT982813453 Name: FRISCO, CITY OF

Location City: FRISCO County: COLLIN
nessrsssnesnssscsssnssssss=z= U N T V E R S E S zsseccssossrssssssssssanrsssss
Trans: LQG: SQG: CESQG: Land: X Incin: Stor/Trt:

Permit Sequence Number : 2
Permit Processing Number: APP03

------------------------- EVENT Segment -------c-ccccccccnmannnan-
Event Code: CL360

Event Responsible Agency: S

Event Sequence Number: 1

Event Key: TXT982813453002CL360S01

Event Responsible Person: TX
Original Plan Date of Evnt:

Schedule Date of Event:

Actual Date of Event: 07/07/92
Event Status Code: MO

Event Comments:

---------------------- PM COST Information --------c-cccccooonono

Act Event Event
Est Fund Hours Hours Cost Cost Cost Accounting
Flag Source 1 2 1 2 3 Code

--------------------- PM/FMP EVENT Segment --------ccc-ee-cemean- -

Event Ev Apprv Initial
Approved Date Approved
Date Count Date
0
------------------------- PUNIT Segment --------=---ceeccncmmacnann-

Permit Unit Group ID: TXT98281345300250402




PROGRAM 1ID: REGION 6 IMPLEMENTER PAGE: 8
PCRP0001-3 * %+ RORTS V.5.0.1 & & ¢ DATE:03/1'7/94
TEXAS
PC.9 Permitting/Closure/Post-Closure Data Dump
PEVENT File Data; All Permit Event Segments

Handler ID: TXT982813453 Name: FRISCO, CITY OF

Location City: FRISCO County: COLLIN

snsssssunsesenesnssssssss=s=== U N I VE R S E S =scasss xsscssssssssssssssssss=
Trans: LQG: SQG: CESQG: Land: X Incin: Stor/Trt:

Permit Sequence Number : 2

Permit Processing Number: APPO03

Event Code: CL380

Event Responsible Agency: S

Event Sequence Number: a

Event Key: TXT982813453002CL380S01
Event Responsible Person: TXLEC

Original Plan Date of Evnt:

Schedule Date of Event:

Actual Date of Event: 12/15/93

Event Status Code: CA

Event Comments:

-------------------- PM COST Information -=-==-=-v--ccccccanmas=s

Act Event Event
Est Fund Hours Hours Cost Cost Cost Accounting
Flag Source 1 2 1 2 3 Code

--------------------- PM/FMP EVENT Segment ----------=-=--cccoc-=-- |

Event Ev Apprv Initial
Approved Date Approved
Date Count Date
0

------------------------- BUNIT Segment -~=zsyacs-ce=semm=sasasnszase
Permit Unit Group ID: TXT982813453002S80402



PROGRAM ID: REGION 6 IMPLEMENTER PAGE: 1
PCRP0001-4 ***RCRTIS V.5.0,1 & % % DATE:03/17/94
TEXAS

PC.9 Permitting/Closure/Post-Closure Data Dump
PUNIT File Data

Handler ID: TXT982813453 Name: FRISCO, CITY OF
Location City: FRISCO County: COLLIN

Trans: LQG: SQG: CESQG: Land: X Incin: Stor/Trt:
Permit Unit Group Identifier: TXT98281345300180301
Sequence: 001 Process: S03 Unit Id: 01

Current Activity Track: CL Process Design Capacity: 1.000
Proc. Des.Cap. Unit Measure: Y No. of Units W/In Unit Group:

Comment :

Permit Unit Group Identifier: TXT98281345300250402

Sequence: 002 Process: S04 Unit Id: 02
Current Activity Track: CL Process Design Capacity: 15.000
Proc. Des.Cap. Unit Measure: G No. of Units W/In Unit Group:

.. nment:
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6891 Main St. » P.O. Drawer 1100 ¢ Frisco, Texas 75034 » 214/377-2161

June 10, 1993 2

Director, Hazardous Waste Management Division

EPA Region 6
Mail Code 6H
1445 Ross Avenue
Dallas, TX 75202

RE: NPDES Permit No. TX0027715 - Stewart Creek WWTP
Dear Sir/Madam,

The purpose of this letter is to notify you in accordance with Section A.2.d. of the above
referenced permit that a container of sewage sludge at the City of Frisco’s Stewart Creek

WWTP has failed the Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Proced r cadmium.

"Copies of the original test and the verification test are attached. This is the first incident of this
nature since the City began operation of the sludge drying press.

The above referenced permit requires quarterly testing of the sewage sludge at the
Stewart Creek WWTP. However, it has been the City’s practice to test each container of sludge
before it is sent offsite for disposal. Since each container of sewage sludge at the Stewart Creek
WWTP is tested before di improper disposal of the sewage
which failed the TCLP. That sludge will be handled according to RCRA standards for the
disposal of hazardous waste. The City will notify you when disposal is complete regarding
actual disposal procedures followed.

The City is also initiating an investigation of this incident in accordance with the
procedures specific in the City’s EPA approved Industrial Pretreatment Ordinance.

If you have any questions regarding this incident, please do not hesitate to call me at
(214) 335-5551.

Sincerely yours,

George Purefoy
City Manager

GP/je

Attachments

cc:  Mr. Dolan McKnight
Mr. Kerry Russell



NATIONAL oA et Parkwey

PN

ENVIRONMENTAL Carroliton, TX 75006
Tel: (2
® TESTING, INC. Fax: 1214) 484.2960
ANALYTICAL REPORT

G Hartwell 05/04/1993

CI OF FRISCO Job No.: 93.01454

P. 0. Box 1100

Frisco, TX 75034 Page: 1

Project Name: COLLECTICN DUMPSTER

Date Received: 04/26/1993
198470 GRAB SLURY

Taken: 04/26/1993 13:20

TCLP-Arsenic, ICP <0.04 mg/L
TCLP-Barium, ICP 0.33 mg/L
TCLP-Cadmium, ICP 14.0 mng/L
TCLP-Chromium, ICP <0.01 mg/L
TCLP~Lead, ICP 0.99 mg/L
TCLP-Mercury, CVAA 0.0034 mg/L
TCLP~-Selenium, ICP 0.10 ng/L
TCLP-Silver, ICP <0.01 ng/L

David W. Terry
Project Manager >
Dallas Division £
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ANALYTICAL REPORT
Gary Hartwell 04/20/1293
CITY OF FRISCO Job No.: 93.01204
P. 0. Box 1100
Frisco, TX 75034 Page: 1

Project Name: Collection Dumpster
Date Received: 04/08/1993

197542 Dumpster Grab Sample
Taken: 04/08/1993

TCLP-Arsenic, ICP <0.04 mg/L
TCLP-Barium, ICP 0.23 mg/L
TCLP-Cadmium, ICP 5.1 ' mg/L
TCLP-Chromium, ICP <0.01 mg/L
TCLP-Leaa, ICP s B | mg/L
TCLP-Mercury, CVAA <0.0002 mg/L
TCLP-Selenium, ICP 0.06 mg/L
TCLP-Silver, ICP <0.01 mg/L

LA T

David W. Terry
Project Manage:
Dallas Division
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ANALYTICAL REPORT
Gary Hartwell 04/20/1993
CITY OF FRISCO Job No.: 93.01204
P. 0. Box 1100
Frisco, TX 75034 Page: 1

Project Name: Collection Dumpster
| Dale Received: 04/08/1993

197542 Dumpster Grab Sample
Taken: 04/08/1993

TCLP-Arsenic, ICP <0.04 mg/L
| TCLP-Barium, ICP 0.23 mg/L

TCLP-Cadmium, ICP 5.1 -0 =iy

TCLP-Chromium, ICP <0.01 mg/L

TCLP-Lead, ICP T mg/L

TCLP-Mercury, CVAA <0.0002 mg/L

TCLP-Selenium, ICP 0.06 mg/L

TCLP-Silver, ICP <0.01 mg/L

LS T

David W. Terry
Project Manager
Dallas Division




Status of the City of Frisco, Texas

NPDES Permit No. TX0027715 - Stewart Creek Plant

TX0027723 -~ Northwest Plant
TX0103501 - Stewart Creek W. Plant

IX10350]1 - Stewart Creek W. Plant

This is a new treatment plant which is not completed as of 1/1/92. The
facility is a non-discharging major (>1 MGD flow).

1X27723 - Northwest Plant

This is a minor (<1 MGD) plant which is regulated by a 1977 vintage
permit. The only sludge language prohibits the discharge of any
sludge/solids into waters of the U. S.

TX27715 - Stewart Creek Plant

This facility has recently been upgraded to a major facility (9/91).
They were issued a new NPDES permit on 11/6/90; however, the facility
filed an evidentiary hearing request on this permit. The effect of that
action is to stay the requirements of the new permit pending final
decision con the request. The facility is regulated by the 1977 vintage
permit which contains the same sludge language as above. Prior to 1991,
TWC had taken enforcement action against Frisco for their sludge
disposal practices. TWC required monitoring of the Sludge for EP TOX
compounds. EPA issued an Order for Information requiring Frisco to
submit copies of these sludge reports to the EPA. In 1990, TWC fined
Frisco for bypasses and overflows. The same enforcement action cited
the city for not having a RCRA permit for the sludge drying beds and
reyulred submittal of a closure plan for this equipment. On 2/13/91,
TWC again took action against Frisco for sludge violations. /

I have attached the following:

1977 NPDES permit
1990 NPDES permit
TWC Order dated 12/4/90 .

Order for Information VI-88-1756, response and close-out
Sludge report from Frisco dated 10/28/91

TWC Order dated 2/13/91
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Status of the City of Frisco, Texas

NPDES Permit No. TX0027715 - Stewart Creek Plant
TX0027723 -~ Northwest Plant
TX0103501 -~ Stewart Creek W. Plant

TX10350]1 - Stewart Creek W. Plant

This is a new treatment plant which is not completed as of 1/1/92.
facility is a non-discharging major (>1 MGD flow).

1X27723 - Northwest Plant

This is 2 minor (<1 MGD) plant which is regulated by a 1977 vintage
permit. The only sludge language prohibits the discharge of any
sludge/sclids into waters of the U. S.

TX27715 - Stewart Creek Plant

Thie facility has recently been upgraded to a major facility (9/91).
They were issued a new NPDES permit on 11/6/90; however, the facility
filed an evidentiary hearing request on this permit. The effect of that
action is to stay the requirements of the new permit pending final
decision on the request. The facility is regulated by the 1977 vintage
permit which contains the same sludge language as above. Prior to 1991,
TWC had taken enforcement action against Frisco for their sludge
disposal practices. TWC required monitoring of the Sludge for EP TOX
compounds. EPA issued an Order for Information requiring Frisco to
submit copies of these sludge reports to the EPA. In 1590, TWC fined
Frisco for bypasses and overflows. The same enforcement acciui.. cited
the city for not having a RCRA permit for the sludge drying beds and
required submittal of a closure plan for this equipment. On 2/13/91,
TWC again took action against Frisco for sludge violations.

I have attached the following:
1977 NPDES permit
1990 NPDES permit
TWC Order dated 12/4/90
Order for Information VI-88-1756, response and close-out
Sludge report from Frisco dated 10/28/91
TWC Order dated 2/13/91
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December 23, 1991

FACT SHEET
CITY OF FRISCO, TEXAS
STEWART CREEK WASTEWATER PLANT
TXT982813453

The sludge generated at the subject POTW submitted
results for a TCLP test which indicated that the sludge
failed as a result of high cadmium concentrations.

CONCERNED GROUPS: RCRA Enforcement, Water Division, City of
Frisco, and citizens living near or using the water of
Stewart Creek.

DISCUSSION: The POTW has indicated to 6W that no unauthorized
disposal has occurred into the plant. This is the first
sludge generated by a POTW to fail the TCLP test
procedure in Region 6. The POTW has made arrangements to
dispose of the sludge with Chemical Waste Management in
Carlyss, LA. RCRA has been notified of the TCLP failure
and has given the POTW a temporary identification number.
The POTW is classified as a "non-notifier" and is in
violation of this regulation.

BACKGROUND: The sludge is not a hazardous waste as long as it
remains in the unit in which it is generated. It becomes

a hazardous waste when it exits the sludge dryer unit..

It becomes a RCRA hazardous waste when it fails TCLP. As
a RCRA regulated waste, the sludge must be treated and
disposed in a RCRA-regulated Subtitle C facility. The
sludge failed a TCLP test for cadmium - characteristic
waste DO0O06.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: EPA should send a 3007 Request for Information
letter to the POTW. Based on the information that is
received from the facility, EPA may possibly collect TCLP
samples for confirmation of the elevated cadmium
concentrations.

KEY CONTACT: Allyn M. Davis, P.E. Prepared by:
Director Bobby G. Williams
Hazardous Waste Managemant 5-6794
Division (6H)
(214) 655-6700
(FTS) 255-6700
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IN THE MATTER OF §
THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S §
PRELIMINARY ENFORCEMENT g BEFORE THE
REPORT CONCERNING THE §
CITY OF FRISCO, PERMIT NOS. § TEXAS WATER COMMISSION
10172-01 AND 10172-02 §
AGREED ENFORCEMENT ORDER

Oon the _13th day of Februa , 1991, the Texas
Water Commission ("Commission") consfdered the "Notice of Executive
Director’s Preliminary Enforcement Report and Petition for an Order
Assessing Administrative Penalties and Requiring Certain Actions of
+* 3 city of Frisco." Having heard the evidence and argument of the
parties, the Commission hereby makes the following Findings of Fact

and Conclusions of Law:

FINDINGS OF FACT
3 L The City of Frisco ("Frisco") is a municipality which owns two
wastewater treatment plants. The Stewart Creek Plant is

located approximately 2,500 feet south of Farm to Market 720,
and immediately west of the St. Louis - San Francisco Railroad
in Collin County, Texas. This treatment plant is authorized
to dispose of waste to Stewart Creek; thence to Lake
Lewisville in Stream Segment No. 0823 of the Trinity River

Basin.

The Cottonwood Creek Plant is located approximately 2,500 feet
north of Farm to Market Road 720, and ‘immediately east of the
st. Louis - San Francisco Railroad in Collin County, Texas.
This treatment plant is authorized to dispose of waste to
Cottonwood Creek; thence to Lake Lewisville in Stream Segment

No. 0823 of the Trinity River Basin.

According to the April, 1988
standards, the designated uses of Stream Segment No. 0823 are

contact recreation, high quality aquatic hw@ »' and public
VA
1

. water supply. E%\E @ \E

FEBQ?\?S
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IN THE MATTER OF §
THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S §
PRELIMINARY ENFORCEMENT § BEFORE THE
REPORT CONCERNING THE §
CITY OF FRISCO, PERMIT NOS. § TEXAS WATER COMMISSION
10172-01 AND 10172-02 §
AGREED ENFORCEMENT ORDER

On the _13th day of Februa , 1991, the Texas
Water Commission ("Commission") considered the "Notice of Executive
Director’s Preliminary Enforcement Report and Petition for an Order
Assessing Administrative Penalties and Requiring Certain Actions of
the City of Frisco." Having heard the evidence and argument of the
parties, the Commission hereby makes the following Findings nf Fact
and Conclusions of Law:

FINDINGS OF FACT
1, The City of Frisco ("Frisco") is a municipality which owns two
wastewater treatment plants. The Stewart Creek Plant is

located approximately 2,500 feet south of Farm to Market 720,
and immediately west of the St. Louis - San Francisco Railroad
in Collin County, Texas. This treatment plant is authorized
to dispose of waste to Stewart Creek; thence to Lake
Lowilvillo in Stream Segment No. 0823 of the Trinity River
Basin.

The Cottonwood Creek Plant is located approximately 2,500 feet
north of Farm to Market Road 720, and ‘immediately east of the
St. Louis - San Francisco Railroad in Collin County, Texas.
This treatment plant is authorized to dispose of waste to
Cottonwood Creek; thence to Lake Lewisville in Stream Segment
No. 0823 of the Trinity River Basin.

According to the April, 1988 Texas Surface Water OQuality
Standards, the designated uses of Stream Segment No. 0823 are |
contact recreation, high quality aquatic h y' and public

. water supply. RE @ E “’® 6},
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The maximum amount of stipulated penalties for unauthorized
discharges or bypasses shall not exceed $3,000 for any one
calendar month.

Effective immediately, and continuing for a period of one
year, sewage sludge from the Stewart Creek Treatment Plant
shall be analyzed once per month for the metal parameters in
accordance with the method specified at 40 Code of Federal
Regulations ("CFR") Part 263, Appendix T [Toxicity
Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP)] or other TWC
approved method. If the analysis shows the sludge to be
nonhazardous, then the sludge shall ke disposed of 1in
accordance with all applicable rules of the Texas Department
of Health and shall comply with the requirements of Permit No.
10172-01. If the analysis shows the sludge to be a hazardous
waste, then the sludge shall be disposed of as a Class I
hazardous waste. Frisco shall dispose of all Class I
hazardous waste at a certified hazardous waste disposal
facility within 30 days of receipt of the analyses. All
disposal activities shall comply with the applicable shipping
and manifesting requirements pursuant to 31 TAC §335.10.
Frisco shall notify the TWC District 4 Office within 5 days
from the time Frisco becomes aware of any test results that
are determined to be hazardous. Frisco shall submit proof of
proper disposal of all Class I hazardous wastes to the TWC
District 4 Office within 30 days of final disposal.

The City of Frisco shall not manage sludges evidencing the
characteristics of a hazardous waste on-site in waste piles
unless or until it has obtained a permit from the TWC
authorizing such activities. If hazardous sludges are
generated at the Stewart Creek wastewater treatment plant in
the future, they shall be managed in accordance with the
regulatory requirements set forth in 31 TAC Chapter 335
Subchapters A through C and shall be disposed of at a
certified hazardous waste disposal facility within ninety (90)
days of generation and the City of Frisco shall submit proof
of proper disposal of all hazardous wastes generated in the
future to the TWC District 4 office within thirty (30) days of
the date of final disposition.

On December 31, 1990, Frisco submitted a revised Closure Plan
to the TWC Hazardous and Solid Waste Enforcement Section which
provides for the closure of the sludge drying beds at the
Stewart Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant as hazardous waste
management units, if required. This revised Closure Plan is
required to meet the requirements set forth in 31 TAC §335.8
. and 40 CFR Part 265 Subparts G and K and is required to
contain a schedule for implementation of closure activities
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liability but has agreed to pay administrative penalties in
the amcunt of $9,000, with an additional $2,040 deferred upon
compliance with the Ccmmission Order, and has agreed to abide
by the Order requiring improved operation and maintenance of
the City’s sewage collection system and wastewater treatment
plants, and to comply with the proposed "Stewart Creek West
Plant" construction schedule.

whenever flow measurements at any of the City’s sewage
treatment facilities reach 75 percent of the permitted
average flow for three consecutive months, the city e=hall
initiate engineering and financial planning for expansion
and/or upgrading of the wastewater treatment and/or
collection facilities. Whenever the average daily flow
reaches 90 percent of the permitted average daily flow for
three ccnsecutive months, the City shall obtain necessary
authorization from the Commission to commence construction of
the necessary additional treatment facilities. In the case
of a wastewater treatment facility which reaches 75 percent
of the permitted average flow for three consecutive months,
and the planned population to be served or the quantity of
waste produced is not expected to exceed the design
limitations of the treatment facility, the permittee shall
submit an engineering report supporting this claim to the
Executive Director. If in the judgment of the Executive
Director the population to be served or the quantity of waste
produced will not cause permit noncompliance, then the
requirements of this section may be waived. To be effective,
any waiver must be in writing and signed by the Director of
the Water Quality Division, or his or her designee, and such
waiver of these requirements will be reviewed upon expiration
of the existing permit. However, any such waiver shall not be
interpreted as condoning or excusing any violation of any
permit parameter.

The City shall prepare monthly reports setting forth any
violations which are covered by stipulated penalty provisions
herein and calculating the stipulated penalties that the City
is required to pay for such violations. Monthly reports
shall be submitted no later than 30 days following each
monthly reporting period to the Enforcement Section of the
Commission’s Water Quality Division. No report is required
if no violations of stipulated penalty provisions occurred
during the reporting period. The Enforcement Section shall
review the report for the purpose of verifying the violations
and penalty computations. If the Enforcement Section
disputes any report by the City concerning violations and/or
- penalty computations, it shall notify the city in writing of
this fact and the reasons for refusal to verify the report.




14. The Chief Clerk shall forward copies of this Order to all
parties. .

ISSUED: FEB 1 5 1991
TEXAS WATER COMMISSION

B. J. Wynnd III, Chairman

ATTEST:

. é’-ﬂaf

Gloria A. Vasquez, fhief) Clerk




October 28, 1991 1 - Permit/CD
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——3 - DiiR's
Ms. Bernadine Gordon et} = Vi0, SUM. L2
Enforcement Branch (6W-E) - NCR o
U.S.E.P.A., Region 6 6 - Correspendence
1445 Ross Avenue e’ - CRAS
Dallas, Texas 75201-2735 _____.Daermq
—eeClerk's Inits.

Re: Frisco Stewart Creek Wastewater Plant
NPDES Permit No. TX0027715

Dear Ms. Gordon:

In conformance with Part II, SA.2.d. of the Frisco Stewart
Creek Plant's NPDES permit, the following Toxicity Characteristic
Leaching Procedure (TCLP) tests on the plant's sludge are
submitted. To date all sludge from the plant has ben dewatered in
four drying beds. The test is performed on an areal composite
sample of dried sludge taken from four areas of each windrow in the
bed. If the test shows an exceedence of a TCLP limit, it is
disposed of in a hazardous waste landfill. All sludge generated
from the plant has been tested.

The sludge continues to have periodic exceedence of the TCLP
cadmium limit, (five of ten beds) although this last occurred on
the July 19, 1991 samples. The monitoring of the three industries
in Frisco (GNB, Hutson, and PCI) have not shown high cadmium levels
in the industrial effluents so that the source of the cadmium is
not well documented. If you have questions or need further
information, please don't hesitate to contact Mr. Dolan McKnight,
Manager of Research and Development with North Texas us.

Sincerely,

by R
George Purefoy
City Manager

®c: Mr. Carl Riehn, NTMwWD
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November 8, 1990

N ‘IE,
WRMMM.W! lncorponted JAN 10 %31 - l
P.O. Box 842 * Allen, Texas 75002 < (214) 727-1123 9"6

REPORT OF:
REPORT T0:

SAMPLE FACILITY:

SAMPLE 1.D.:

SAMPLING DATE:

SAMPLE RECEIVED:
LING TIME:

SAMP_ING METHOD:

SAMPLE COLLECTED BY:

SAM»LE NUMBER:
RESULTS:
P!v-gmlgr

-

h-ser': mg'’
caamtum mgo ]
-ex. mg

b!-'-:!-

TCLF METALS
£23%853100
ARgQre
aom-un
el

Solid Waste Evaluation

Ms. Laura Skaggs
North Texas Municipal Water District

P.0. Drawer C ‘
Wylie, Texas 75098 .i
Stewart Creek W.W.T.P.

Drying Bec #4

Dry Sludge

October 30, 199C
November 01, 199C

02:00PM
Composite o
Client (Larry Conneliy,
8665
Regiiatory Detection Observed
Simits Limits Concentration
TCLP METALS
<5.£ €.002 0.060
< f 3 5.0
ok - 1.0
Qua’ ‘zv Zorz-c' informatior
£e: Stangé~c Soike Daze ¢°¢ Anz'yses ]
t-ese-vatior mesto:z .\ % Dev:z::or Recsve-vk  Anz vser By |
|
fon' 3g 498 208 ¢," = (,00028 100 11/08'5C m. Bacyoczex
too 3¢ 467 ey 0.C s (.0 9¢ 11/€7/8C N, Baoyoczed
- : &0 megt €.C = . i0¢ 11/06°90 ». Bacyoczer
Respectfully submitted, |
£ |
/l- " (/[ li — |

Kendall K, Browr
Manager

200 W Beimoar * Saite A * FAX #214 727-1173




Ecological Resea:ci: and Management Inco

P.O. Box 842 o Allen, Texas 75002 « (214) 727-1123

REPORT OF :
REPORT TO:

SAMPLE LOCATION:

SAMPLE DATE:

SAMPLE TiM::

SAMP_E REZZIVED:
SAMPLE METHOD:

SAMD_Z IDENTIFICATION:
SAMPLE COL.ECTED BY:

SAMPLE NUMBER:

Ar3e:. & mg
Barium. mg. -
Caamiur mg . °
Charom=ur mg -
L83C. m:
Mercu~y mg
Se'ertir mg
S°ver m: °
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Solid Waste Analys
Ms. Laura Skaggs

North Texas Municipal Water District

P.0. Drawer C

is

Wylie, Texas 75098

Stewart Creek WWTP
024D

March 20, 1991
10:00AM

Marcn 21, 1991
Grat

Driec Siuage”
Artnur (Client)

11189
e awt
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Limizs
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200 B Belasa: © Suite A + FAX %214) 727-1175

Pros T

Observe¢
n rati

<0.04(1)
<1.0
4.8
<0.5
<}.C
<C.J04
0.0
<0.:

<C.0¢:
<0.00:
<(.0C:
<C.0C:
<C.01¢C
<C.00F
<C, 002
<€.G1¢8
<C.00z
<0.00:
<(.00:

<£.0: H




Ms. Laura Skaggs »

‘Page 2
May 3, 1391

SAMPLE NUMBER: 11157

Barameter

0-Creso?, mg/’

M-Cresol, mg. |

P-;reso mg.

.reso ;
-D\ﬂ*tr'tOnuene mg !
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Ms. ilura Skaggs
Page 3
May 3, 1931 -

SAMPLE NUMBER:

VOLATILE ORGARICS
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lieoki#call‘e:earchluu!l~lanag!:nentlncorporated
P.O. Box 842 ¢ Allen, Texas 75002 * (214) 727-1123

April 3,

REPORT OF :

REPORT T0: Ms. Laura Skaggs

Industrial Waste Analysis

1991

Nortn Texas Municipa' water District

P.C. Drawer C
Wylie, Texs 7509

SAMPLE FACILITY: Stewart Creek WWTP-Fina! Effiuent
Bec #. - 0250
SAMP. NG DATE: March 22, 1991
SAMS_ING TIME: 1C:2CA¥
SAMP_ I RECZIVED: Marcr 22, 1991
SAMP_ING METHOD: Grar P
SAMB_T COL_ECTED BY: Arthur Kramer (Cliert,
SAMP_Z NUMBER: 1:18C
RESHLTS:
TeLE TC.¢ TCLE TCLP
Waste Arseric {aom um Snromium Leac
hame - {mg ° !“Y ‘n'!‘
D=-ec Siucpe <.0¢ 8.2 «C.% <i.l
Dezezzror Limit C.04 0.: 0.5 1.0
' Lims ¢ OMDCSUTEC 'MMmes &te . ITCIT IC AMAIySli.
Qualigv Contre’ Informatior
iam: ¢ it Stange-c Speae Daze ¢f AnE vEE3
FEtimeter T 1Y S el Re2ng: i, 4 De\ g0 reznie-vs  Anavse: s
grevERS 0 a3
Erggns at % 208! g.¢ = €,0€ 10 £3/30'8. }. Browr
LR3R S S0t 2c 2k: %23 SO ST 9f - 047028 i. weicr
LT Tg: 3L &% A D R O 208 04/0Z §: F.oweisr
T Zac an 897 ez (S (R SR {5 0eCz/8: Foweocr
Respectfully subritiec.
//_ 2 M “—
kendall K. Browr
Manager
== 28¢ W Belmont * Saite A » FAX #214 727-117:




licokiical"nncamch|nul]Vllnagnuncntlneompowam-d
P.O. Box 842 + Allen, Texas 75002 ¢+ (214) 727-1123

REPORT OF:
REPORT TO:

SAMPLE FACILITY:

SAMPLING DATE:
SAMPLING TIME:
SAMP_E RECEIVED:
SAMPL ING METHOD:

SAMPLE COLLECTED B::

SAMPL_E NUMBER:
RESULTS:

waste
L1118

Drec Sluoge
Detectior Limit

May 6, 1991

Industrial Waste Analysis

Ms. Laura Skagas

North Texas Municipal Water District

P.0. Drawer 2408
wylie, Texs 75098

Stewart (reex WwTP

Apri) 23 10¢ e
0::30pP™ -

April 23, 196G
Grat
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P.O. Box 842 ¢ Allen, Texas 75002 ¢+ (214) 727-1123
May 6, 1991
!
. REPORT OF: Industrial waste Analysis
“ REPORT TO: Ms. Laura Skaggs
: North Texas Municipal Water District
P.0. Drawer 2408
wylie, Texs 75098
" SAMPLE FACILITY: Stewart (reex WWTP
SAMPL ING DATE: April 23, 1960 - L
SAMPLING TIME: 01:30PM w8 A
SAMP_E RECEIVED: April 23, 199.
SAMPLING METHOD: Grat
SAMPLE COLLECTED B::  Arthur Krame~ (Ciient’
SAMPLE NUMBER: 1198¢
: RESULTS:
.; ; TE.P TC.F TCLP TCLE
waste h-sen': Cagmium Chromius Leat
A e ‘!i A ‘5.1\ Ili"”
T Dreec Sluoge C.0€ 0.2 <0.% <1.0
3 Detectior Limit 0.04 0.1 0.5 1.0
5 Lam: € ZOmMDC: tel mmel %€y DPOY 30 ANE »3Us
# Og2' 2. Sonzeo’ Informas-or
}
H Lam ¢ £es tegnspst Seike Dase ¢ AnE yses
' sivamece- el 1 1 3 Y R0 ) hez708 z.\.4 Des 23 g kezove-vh hne vse: £y
‘ ’.u:.'&::.'e:.
b beser : tog’ 1t 4PC 106 e.6 = G0t 9t 05:02 6. ). Eonger
legmium Coc’ %o 490 - G0 & (6a0C 10: 05 C2/6. F.owelcr
ft Iheosum o' tc 49C =1p0 .0 o O 95 0% C: €. K. Gonger
E‘! .&al for ¢ £95 22! pe e neDe 8z 03 C2 8. P, oweicr
d 2 < 3 e,
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P.O. Box 842 « Allen, Texas 75002 « (214) 727-1123

July 2, 1991

v REPORT OF: Sludge Analysis
o REPORT TO: Ms. Laura Skaggs
1 North Texas Municipal Water District

P.0. Drawer C
Wylie, Texas 75098

SAMPLE LOCATION: Stewart Creek WWTP
Drying Bed #4

SAMPLE DATE: June 16 190
SAMPLE TIME: 10:00Av
SAMPLE RECEIVED: June 2C. 199
SAMPLE METHOD: Grab |
SAMPLE COLLECTED BY: Tracy Connelly (Client) |
|
SAMPLE NUMBER: 12962
"»JULTS:
Regulatory Detection Observed
Parameter Limits Limits Concentration
TCLP METALS
Caamium. mq/1 <i.C 0.1 ¢.5¢%
Cnromrur. mg/} <8.0 @.8 <.3
Leaz mg’! <5, i.C ook
Que “1v lgriec’ informaccar
Sam: « T Stanger: Stae Lase ¢ Bra ize:
fi-amesg- E-gsery3 - Retnoe Z.\N% 1] TORE s Fecoiamvy Ang via: £,
13,5 WETALS
- _.. ~ I _;: (’. we ot
LA ¢ i A gr 0F o8 snss
e pr t; 49 ¥e2n ¢.¢ % AL S 0 ZA 3010 ) nae
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P.O. Box

and

842 * Allen, Texas 75002 ° (214) 727-1123

Munagunem lncorpontcd

August 1, 1991

REPORT OF: Dried Sludge Analysis
AUG 0 2 8%
REPORT TO: Ms. Laura Skaggs 0
North Texas Municipal Water District
P.0. Drawer C
Wylie, Texas 75098
SAMPLE LOCATION: Stewart Creek WWTF
SAMPLE 1.0.: See Below
SAMPLE DATE: Ju'ly 19, 100:
SAMPLE TIMI: 08:00Am
SAMPLE RECZIVED: July 1€, 199!
SAMPLE METHOD: Grat ,
SAMPLE COLLECTED BY: Arthur Kramer (Client:
SAMPLE NUMBER: See Below
RESULTS:
TCLP TCLE TCLE TC.F TCLF TCLF TCLP TCLP
Samg e Samele Arsenic Barum Caam ur {nhromium Lead Mercury Selenium Silver
Nymoe~ 1.0, (mg 1) jmo’t) (mg ) imc 1) (mg/1) (mg/1} (mg/1) (mg/1)
1371! Drying Bed #!) 0.08& ? £.1 <0, & <].C 0.00€ 0.20 <C.1
1371 Drying Bec #Z . Yoi 6.2 <Gt «1.0 <(.004 0.17 <0.}
13733 U-v:ngc bec #? <C.0¢ ¢.6 C.8¢ <, & <i.0 C.0%§ 0.22 C.2¢
Deteztior Limite 0.04 1.0 0.! t.8 1.C 0.004 0.04 t.t1
Quality Contrc’ Ipformatior
Samr ‘e ger - Szangare Tine beze ¢f An: vse:
fa-am e Prese-vetior hecnos \ .2 Lev:igtror RezovE~? Ang vses E.
Lam: ¢ w_mis 18715 §13H
TCLF META..
gxe=as2t0" 1353
A-ser:: Loc' te &°: 20¢. S = ©.002 108 £7:22'91 K. Ponce-
ba-us Coo' tc 49 708! t.( = c.o0 9 072591 k. Fonoe-
a0 Coc' tc 90 Ny { ¢ = t.oc ¢ CT°25'81 R, Weicr
Cneow ur oo’ to €97 RILK ¢ = 0.0C 6c €256 ¥, Ponge-
.eas Coc" te 49 7420 ¢t = o.00 10¢ 67.25'S1 K. Weizr
LS Coc® to 4°C 47 ¢.c & ‘0,00 9 07°26'91 J. Smtr |
Se v - Coc’ to 4°C 174 i - C.00° 10 2’9 K. Ponoe-
5 e Coe! to 4°C 776¢ e.0 « .00 % ¥ 20'%] K. Ponoe-

200 W Bemmowr * Saitz A + FAX «214 727-1

.
-

75




REPORT OF : Dried Sludge Analysis
REPORT TO: Ms. Laura Skaggs ) B,
North Texas Municipal Water District
P.0. Drawer C
Wylie, Texas 75008
SAMPLE LOCATION: Stewart Creek WWTF
SAMPLE 1.0.: See Below
SAMPLE DAT:: July 19, 100:
SAMPLE TIM:Z: 08:00AW
SAMPLE RECZIVED: July 1¢, 199:
SAMPLE METHOD: Grat _
SAMPLE COLLECTED BY: Arthur Kramer (Client:
SAMPLE NUMBER: See Below
RESULTS:
TCLP TCL* TCLE TCLE TCLF YOLP TCLP TCLP
Same le Same e Arsenic Barum Cadm ur thromium Lead Mercury Selenium Silver
humer o, (90} gmell) (s imcl (/1) (/1) _(mg/1)  (meil)
1371} Drying Bed #) 0.06 2.6 £.1 <f & <].0 0.00¢ 0.20 <C.1
13712 Drying Bec #2 C.0¢ 1.7 6.2 sC.& <1.0 <(.004 0.17 <0.}
13733 D=y ng Bec #? <(.0¢ ¢.€ C.8¢ <,k <i.0 C.0158 0.23 C.2¢
Detectior [imite £.04 1.0 0.! .8 1.C C.004 0.04 c.1
Quality Contrc’ informazior
Samr ‘e Ece Stangare Stire Lete of Ang vse:
Feremee Prese~vatior pecho: L.\ Leviatior Rezove-.! htié vses E.
Sewr ¢ momoe - b Sl TR B2
TCLF METAL.
VR 135
A-ser:: Coc® tc 49 70¢. 3.f - .00z 108 C7:22'9) K. Ponce-
ba-us Coc' tc 49; 708! .t « 0,00 9t 67/25/91 k. Fonge-
laow w Coc' tc 49 25 1 £ { = C.00 8 G7°25/91 R, Weicgr
Cnrow yr too® te €9 e £t = 0o.o0¢ L €°°25'6¢. K. Ponge-
NYH Loz’ to 4°¢ 7420 g = 0,00 10¢ 67.25'81 K. Meizr
he-cy= Coc® teo 49C 747; c.c =+ ¢.00 9 07°26'91 2. Smitr
Seev - Coc' to 4°¢ 14 1.6 - 0.00° 1 22’9 K. Ponoe-
5 owes Coel to 4°¢ 775¢ e.0 s+ C.00 [ § 24'%] K. Ponge-

R esearch and Managcmem lncorponted
P.O. Box 842 * Allen, Texas 75002 « (214) 727-1123

August 1, 1991
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lEc:ﬂoil:lll‘cnearchauu!lvlanag!nnentlncowpo:ated
P.O. Box 842 ¢ Allen, Texas 75002 o (214) 727-1123

October 7, 1991

REPORT OF: Dried Sludge Analysis

REPORT TO: Ms. Laura Skaggs
North Texas Municipal Water District
P.0. Drawer C
Wylie, Texas 75098

SAMPLE LOCATION: Stewart (Creel WWTP

SAMPLE DATE: September 25, 1991
SAMPLE TIME: 0Z:00°»
SAMPLE RECEIVED: Sectember 25, 1991
SAMPLE METHOD: Grac
SAMPLE COLLECTED BY: Arthur Kramer (Client)
SAMPLE NUMBER: See Belom
“TSULTS:
TCLF TCut TCLs T8 TCLE TCLF TCLt {5
Samg le Samg o Arsenic Ba-‘um Caamiun Cr-omium Leac Mercury Selerum Itiver
Numde- E (mg/1} imc (mg | m ' (mo'i) (mg/): (mg ', -
183¢4° Drying Bec #¢ <0.,0¢ £.0 <0.1] <0.€ <].C <C.00z 0.1C s,
Detectior Limits 0.04 1.0 0.1 0.5 1.0 0.004 0.04 €.}
JeE c1y Canzry’ ledavmasigp
Sam: ¢ £ ltanca-: Srihe Déze ¢’ kng .1
Fa-ame-e- Preservas .o fezass L De.e20or Rezovervi Ané vset (3
TCLP MCTALS
frcmpsrer
boser-e toe' 1p £° "¢ O 4 ¢ 108 G EI9 b, Bonay
g2= ¢ tor 1o ¢t A%E & 1 Biae es e NG
taop-gr gon' op 4% R, 2 0.0f 4l RO TR B 7
thomur ot ¢ ¢ i & I < &l 168 Poows
.eat Coc™ te ¢° L3 2 0.0¢ 6L TG Al O R T
Remoym, Coc tc e g = .0t 10¢ 16702 Q) %y
Se eriur Coc* to £%: e = 0.0 LD 10/0: '8 ). Fonge
Silver Coc’ te ¢f; 76! = c.ot e 10/€379: b, we

f1) EPA. 19Bf. Tes: Methozs “o- Ieziuating 3 o mzzte. Sp-B4E, 3rc Eaition.
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Ecological Research and Management Incorporated
P.O. Box 842 * Allen, Texas 75002 * (214) 727-1123

REPORY OF:
REPORT TO:

SAMPLE LOCATION:

SAMPLE DATE:
SAMPLE TIME:
SAMPLE RECEIVED:
SAMPLE METHOD:

SAMPLE COLLECTED BY:

SAMPLE NUMBER:

RESULTS:

Sample Sample
bumer  _L.D.
15581 Drying Bed #4

Detection Limits

D!vlssr

TCLP WETALS

Ertractior
drsenic
Bariur
Caomiun
Ihremiul
Leac
Mercury
Selenium
Silver

{1) EPA. 1986.

KKB/sf

Bed #4 0320
October 08, 1991
02:30
October 08, 1991
Grab
Arthur Kramer (Client)
See Below
TCLP TCLP TCLP TCLP TCLP
Arsenic Barium Cadmium Chromium Leacd
(mg/1) (mg/1) (mg/1) (mg/1) (mg/1)
<0.04 <1.0 0.2 <0.5 <1.0
0.04 1.0 0.1 0.5 1.0
Quzlity Contro! Informatior
Sample EPE (1 Standarc
Prg;grvgtior Methoc C.\.% Deviatior
131!
Coo! to €90 706: E.¢ - 0.003¢
Coo' to &°C 708¢ 6.0 - r.0¢
Coo) to 4°0 713¢ e, - c.of
Coo! to 4°C 7190 c.¢ + C.0¢
Coo! to 49C 7420 c.C . c.oc
Cool to 4°C 7471 ¢e.c o 0.0C
Coo! to A°C 774) c.¢ . .00
Cool teo 4°C 7760 .t & 0,00

Test Methods for Evaluating Solic¢ Waste.

October 22, 1991
Dried Sludge Analysis
Ms. Laura Skaggs
North Texas Municipal Water District
P.0. Drawer C
Wylie, Texas 75098

Stewart Creek WWTP

TCLP
Mercury

(mg/))

<0.004
0.004

Spike
Recovervi

e

9t
16
10¢
§c
10¢
10¢
302

9t

Respectfully submittec,

A £ e

Kendz1] K. Brown

Manager

292 W Beimon: + Smie A * FAX #(214) 727-1175
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TEXAS WATER COMMISSION

B. J. Wynne, Ill, Chairman 3o John J. Vay, General Counsel
John E. Birdwell, Commissioner iged s o Michael E. Field, Chief Hearings Examiner
Cliff Johnson, Commissioner o Brenda W. Foster, Chief Clerk

Allen Beinke, Executive Director

December 4, 1990 o . 0 P BN
ﬁli\‘;jf:;j VRS
CERTIFIED MAIL-RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED DEC -6 1390
The Honorable Randy Elliott ~y 2
city of Frisco O\N‘EA

P.0. Box 177
Frisco, Texas 75034

Re: City of Frisco, Permit Nos. 10172-01 and 10172-02 - Notice of
Report, Petition, and Proposed Order - Violations of Chapter 26
of the Texas Water Code

Dear Mayor Elliott:

In accordance with Section 26.136(e) of the Texas Water Code,
§361.252 of the Texas Solid Waste Disposal Act and 31 Texas
Administrative Code §337.37, attached please find the "Notice of
Executive Director’s Preliminary Enforcement Report and Petition for
~rder Assessing Administrative Penalties and Requiring Certain
Actions of the City of Frisco ("Frisco"), the "Executive Director’s
Preliminary Enforcement Report," and proposed "Enforcement Order."
The Report and Petition request the Texas Water Commission
("Ccmmission") to assess a penalty of $11,040 for violations. The
Executive Director is also requesting the Commission to issue an
order requiring Frisco to undertake certain actions as set out in
the enclosed Report, Petition and proposed Order.

You have a right to an evidentiary hearing on the occurrence of the
violations alleged, the amount of the penalties requested, the
allegations in the Petition and provisions of the proposed Order. If
you desire to contest any of these matters, you must submit to the
Commission a written request for hearing not later than 20 days after
receipt of this letter. If you choose to contest any proposed
stipulated penalty provision, the Executive Director will not pursue
such stipulated penalties before the Commission. However, in the
absence of the proposed stipulated penalties, Frisco is subject to
fines greater than the amount of the stipulated penalties, up to
$10,000.00 per day, for which the stipulated penalties are
recommended. In addition, the Executive Director may choose to
pursue penalties concerning prior violations not analyzed herein, or

P O Boy 13087 Capitol Station ® 1700 North Congress Ave. ® Austin, Texas 78711:3087 @ Arca Code 512/463-7830



a greater portion of penalties for violations analyzed herein, should
no agreement be reached among the parties in regard to stipulated
penalties.

Alternatively, you may give written consent to all or part of the
Report, Petition, and proposed Enforcement Order. If you fail to
respond within 20 days after receipt of this Notice, you will be
deemed to have consented to all of the terms of the proposed Order,
including any stipulated penalties for future violations. In such
case, or if you file a written consent, the Commission will order a
hearing or enter an appropriate enforcement Order.

The Commission will consider these matters on:

Wednesday, January 16, 1991, at 9:00 a.m.
Room 118, Stephen F. Austin State Office Building
1700 North Congress Avenue, Austin, Texas

Please contact Mr. Jim Haley, Director, or Miss Wendall Corrigan,
Staff Attorney, of the Commission’s Legal Division, at (512) 463-8069
with any questions or requests for consultation.

Sincerely,

Allen P. Beinke
Executive Director

Enclosures

cc: James Graham, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region VI, 1445 Ross Avenue, Dallas, Texas 75202-2733
TWC District 4 Office, Duncanville
Jim Haley, Director, Legal Division, Texas Water Commission
John Vay, General Counsel, TWC
Clyde E. Bohmfalk, Director, Water Quality Division, TWC
Carol Batterton, Director, Field Operations Division, TWC
Cynthia G. Hayes, Public Interest Counsel, TWC
Ricky Rasberry, Enforcement Coordinator, Water Quality
Division, TWC
Anne Dobbs, Chief, Hazardous & Solid Waste Enforcement Section,
TWC
Michelle McFaddin, Senior Attorney, Legal Division, TWC




EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S s
PRELIMINARY ENFORCEMENT REPORT §
CONCERNING THE CITY OF FRISCO; S
PERMIT NOS. 10172-01 AND 10172-02 §

BEFORE THE
TEXAS WATER COMMISSION

NOTICE OF EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S PRELIMINARY
ENFORCEMENT REPORT AND PETITION FOR ORDER ASSESSING
ADMINISTRATIVE PENALTIES AND REQUIRING CERTAIN
ACTIONS OF THE CITY OF FRISCO
TO THE HONORABLE MEMBERS OF THE TEXAS WATER COMMISSION:
COMES NOW, the Executive Director of the Texas Water

Commission ("TWC" or "Commission"), by and through a representative

f the Legal Division, requesting an Enforcement Order from the
Commission nssessing administrative penalties for violations of

Chapter 26 of the Texas Water Code ("Code") as well as requiring

certain actions of the City of Frisco ("Frisco"), as set out below.

In support of these requests, the Executive Director would
show the following:

I.

Frisco is a municipality which owns two wastewater treatment
plants. The Stewart Creek Plant is located approximately 2,500
feet south of Farm to Market 720, and immediately west of the St.
Louis - San Francisco Railroad in Collin County, Texas. This
treatment plant is authorized to dispose of waste to Stewart Creek;
thence to Lake Lewisville in Stream Segment No. 0823 of the Trinity
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The Cottonwood Creek Plant is located approximately 2,500 feet

w north of Farm to Market Road 720, and immediately east of the St.

e VY

Louis - San Francisco Railroad in Collin County, Texas. This
treatment plant is authorized to dispose of waste to Cottonwood
Creek; thence to Lake Lewisville, which is also in Stream Segment
No. 0823 of the Trinity River Basin.

According to the April, 1988 Texas Surface Water OQuality
Standards, the designated uses of Segment No. 0823 are contact
recreation, high quality agquatic habitat and public water supply.

II.

Section 26.121 of the Code prohibits the discharge of

wastewater into or adjacent to any waters in the State, except as

authorized by rule, permit or order issued by the Commission.

3 III.
F Frisco is authorized to discharge wastewater into or adjacent
to waters in the State. Treated wastewater discharged from the

Stewart Creek plant must comply with the provisions specified in

d Permit No. 10172-01, attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated
3

h ; herein by reference. Treated wastewater discharged from the
9 Cottonwood Creek plant must comply with the provisions specified in

Permit No. 10172-02, attached hereto as Exhibit B and incorporated

herein by reference.




Iv.

On April 16, 1990, the City of Frisco reported unauthorizec
discharges of raw sewage (approximately 200,000 gallons at each
plant) from the influent structures at the Cottonwood Creek and
Stewart Creek Wastewater Treatment Plants. On April 22, 1990, the
City of PFrisco reported an unauthorized discharge of raw sewage
(approximately 240,000 gallons) from the influent structure at the
Stewart Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant.

V.

The Stewart Creek wastewater treatment plant accepts influent
wastestreams from four major industries which include GNB, Inc.,
P.C. Dynamics, Hudson Industries and Circuit Fab Corporation.
During a March 14 and 15, 1989 TWC inspection of the facility’s
sludge drying beds, samples of the dewatered sludge generated by
the wastewater treatment plant were collected and analyzed for
their heavy metal concentrations. The sample results indicated
that three of the sludge drying beds were managing sludges
exhibiting hazardous levels of cadmium, as defined pursuant to 40
Code of Federal Regulations ("CFR") Part 261.24 and incorporated by
reference in 31 TAC §335.1. Two additional sampling events
conducted on June 26, 1989 and December 11, 1989 also revealed
elevated levels of heavy metals in the sludges generated by the
Stewart Creek Plant. These sample results indicate that Frisco’s
sludge drying beds have managed characteristically hazardous waste

and are therefore hazardous waste management units subject to all



applicable hazardous waste requirements. The City of Frisco does
not have a permit or other authorization from the TWC to manage
hazardous waste in these sludge drying beds.

VI.

Pursuant to §361.302 of the Texas Solid Waste Disposal Act,
TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE ANN. Chapter 361 (Vernon Supp. 1990) (the
"Act") and 31 TAC §337.1, the Commission has the authority to issue
enforcement orders directing compliance with the Act and Commission
rules.

Accordingly, the Executive Director requests that the City of
Frisco be required to submit a closure plan for the above-described
sludge drying beds providing for the closure of these units as
hazardous waste management units and to cease storing hazardous
waste on-site for periods in excess of ninety (90) days in tanks or
containers or disposing of hazardous waste in on-site waste piles
until such time as the City of Frisco obtains a permit from the
Commission authorizing such activities.

VII.

The Executive Director has considered the above-noted factors
and issued a Preliminary Enforcement Report (attached hereto as
Exhibit C and incorporated herein by reference), detailing the
facts and circumstances surrounding the violations. Based upon the
analysis set out therein, the Executive Director has calculated

cumulative penalties of $11,040 for the violation alleged.



VIII.

Section 26.019 of the Code authorizes the Commission to issue
orders and make determinations necessary to effectuate the purposes
of Chapter 26 of the Code.

Accordingly, the Executive Director requests that Frisco be
ordered to take the following action:

1, Pay an administrative penalty in the amount of $11,040.

2. Comply with the requirements of the technical

recommendations described in decretal paragraphs 2
througin 10 in the attached Enforcement Order.
IX.

Notice is hereby given to Frisco of the issuance of the
Preliminary Report, Petition and proposed Enforcement Order.
Frisco has the right to request an evidentiary hearing with regard
’ to the occurrence of the violagions, the amount of the penalty, and
| the terms of the proposed Order. Such request must be in writing
and must be filed with the Commission not later than the twentieth
(20th) day after the date this notice is received by Frisco. 1In
the event Frisco determines to contest any matter raised in the
Executive Director’s Preliminary Enforcement Report and/or
F‘. Petition, Frisco shall specifically admit or deny each fact raised
Y in the Executive Director’s Preliminary Enforcement Report, and
. shall affirmatively allege all defenses, claims or mitigating

A factors which Frisco intends to raise at an evidentiary hearing, as

required under 31 Texas Administrative Code §337.38(c). In the




alternative, Frisco is advised that it may file a written consent
to the Executive Director’s Report and recommended penalty,
Petition and proposed Order.

X.

In the event Frisco fails to timely respond to the notice of
Executive Director’s Preliminary Enforcement Report and Petition,
the Commission, by Order, shall either assess the requested penalty
and enter the proposed Order or set a hearing pursuant to Section
26.136(g) of the Code and §361.252 of the Act.

WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, the Executive Director
respectfully requests that the Commission approve his Preliminary
enforcement Report, assess the penalties recommended therein, and

grant such iurther relief as is appropriate to effectuate the

purposes of Chapter 26 of the Code.

Respectfully submitted,
TEXAS WATER COMMISSION

Allen P. Beinke
Executive Director

Jim Haley
Director
Legal Division

by —_—
Wenda Corgrigan
Staff Attorney
Texas Water Commission
P.O. Box 13087
Austin, Texas 78711-3087
1512) 463-8069
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TEXAS WATER COMMISS!ION
Stephen F. Austin State Office Building

1700 N. Congress Ave.
Austin, Texas

PERMIT TO DISPOSE OF WASTES
under provisions of Chapter 26
of the Texas Water Code
City of Frisco
whose mailing address is

P. 0. Box 177
Frisco, Texas 75034

PERMIT NO. 10172-01]

(corresponds to

NPDES PERMIT NO. IX002771S)

This is a renewal of Permit No.
10172-01 approved

OESEIVER
2%3!..&9..~ \V !l
DEC -1 1990

SW-EA

is authorized to treat and dispose of wastes from the Stewart Creek Wastewater

Treatment Facilities

located approximately 2500 feet south of Farm to Market Road 720 and immediately west
of the St. louis - San Francisco Railroad in Collin County, Texas

to Stewart Creek; thence to Lake Lewisville in Segment No. 0823 of the Trinity River

conditions set forth herein, as well as the rules of the Texas Water Commission

only in accordance with effluent limitations, monitoring requirements and other |
}

("Commission"), the laws of the State of Texas, and other orders of the Commission.
The issuance of this permit does not grant to the permittee the right to use private
y for conveyance of wastewater along the herein described discharge
ging to but not limited to any individual,

or public propert
includes property belon
partnership, corporation or other entity.

Neither does this permit authorize any

invasion of personal rights nor any violation of federal, state, or local laws or
It is the responsibility of the permittee to acquire property rights as
may be necessary to use the herein described discharge route.

regulations.

This permit and the authorization contained herein shall expire at midnight, five

years after the date of Commission approval.

day of June

APP%&yED, ISSUED AND EFFECTIVE this

ﬂwl '
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For the Commission




PERMIT NO. 10172-01

(corresponds to

NPDES PERMIT NO. IX0027715)

TEXAS WATER COMMISSION This is a renewal of Permit No.
Stephen F. Austin State Office Building 10172-01 approved
1700 K. Congress Ave.
Austin, Texas 78711

PERMIT TO DISPOSE OF WASTES OEeREIVE

under provisions of Chapter 26 ﬁ"fj"‘u:" Vi @
of the Texas Water Code

City of Frisco DEC - 1890

whose mailing address is GVJ_EA

P. 0. Box 177
Frisco, Texas 75034

is authorized to treat and dispose of wastes from the Stewart Creek Wastewater
Treatment Facilities

located approximately 2500 feet south of Farm to Market Road 720 and | ~~diately west
of the St. Louis - San Francisco Railroad in Collin County, Texas

;o Stewart Creek; thence to Lake Lewisville in Segment No. 0823 of the Trinity River
asin

only in accordance with effluent limitations, monitoring requirements and other
conditions set forth herein, as well as the rules of the Texas Water Commission
("Commission"), the laws of the State of Texas, and other orders of the Commission.
The issuance of this permit does not grant to the permittee the right to use private
or public property for conveyance of wastewater along the herein described discharge
route. This includes property belonging to but not limited to any individual,
partnership, corporation or other entity. Neither does this permit authorize any
invasion of personal rights nor any violation of federal, state, or local laws or
regulations. It is the responsibility of the permittee to acquire property rights as
may be necessary to use the herein described discharge route.

This permit and the authorization contained herein shall expire at midnight, five
years after the date of Commission approval.

APPROVED, ISSUED AND EFFECTIVE this__ 14th  day of  June L

5 pwl '

For the Commission

ATTEST:




DEFINITIONS AND STANDARD PERMIT CONDITIONS

As required by Title 31 Texas Administrative Code (TAC) Chapter 305 certain regulations appear as standard
conditions in vaste discharge permits. All definitions contained in Section 26.001 of the Texas Water Code
shall apply to this permit and are incorporated herein by reference. Additicnal definitions of words or

phrases used in this permit are as follows:

1.

2.

3.

Flov Measurements .

a. Daily average flov - the arithmetic average of all determinations of the daily discharge within a
period of one calendar month. The daily average fiow determination shall consist of
determinations made on at least four separate days. If instantaneous measurements are used to
determine the daily discharge, the determination shall be the average of all instantaneous
measurements taken during a 24-hour period or during the period of daily discharge if less than
24 hours.

b. Instantaneous flow - the measured flow during the minimum time required to operate the flow
measuring device.

¢. 2-hour peak - the maximum flow sustained for a two hour period during the period of daily
discharge. Multiple measurements of instantaneous maximum flow within a two-hour period may be
compared to the permitted 2-hour peak flow.

d. Daily maximm flow - the highest total flow permitted for a 24-hour period.
Concentration Measurements

a. Daily average concentration - the arithmetic average weighted by flow value of all effluent
samples, composite or grab, within a period of one calendar month, consisting of at least four
separate representative measurements. When four samples are not available in a calendar month,
the arithmetic average (weighted by flow) ¢ all values in the previous four consecutive month
period con:utin; of at least four measurements shall be utilized as the daily average
concentration.

b. 7-day average concentration - the arithmetic average of all effluent samples, composite or grab,
within a period of one calendar week, consisting of at least three separate measurements.

c¢. Daily maximm concentration - the maximum concentration measured on a single day (by composite

sample).
d. Fecal Coliform bacteria-the mmber of colonies per 100 milliliters effluent.
Sample Type

a. Composite sample - a sample made up of a minimum of three effluent portions collected in a
continuous 24-hour period or during the period of daily discharge if less than 24 hours, and
combined in volumes proportional to flow collected no closer than two hours; or a sample
continuously collected, proportional to flow, in a continuous 24-hour period or during the period
of daily discharge if less than 24 hours.

b. Grab sample - an individual sample collected in less than 15 minutes.

Permitted Facility (facility) - Wastewater facilities used in the conveyance, storage, treatment,
recycling, reclamation and/or disposal of municipal sewage, industrial wastes, agricultural wvastes,
recreational wastes or other wastes including sludge handling or disposal facilities under the
jurisdiction of the Comaission.

The term "sewage sludge" shall mean the solids and precipitates separated from wastewater by unit
processes.

Page 3

Self-Reporting
31 TAC §305.125(17) Monitoring results shall be provided at the intervals specified in the permit.

linless otherwise egpecified in this permit or otherwise ordered by the Commission, the permittee shall
conduct effluent sampling and reporting in accordance with 31 TAC §§319.4-319.7.

Unless otherwise specified, & monthly effluent report must be submitted each month by the 20th day of
the following month for each discharge which is described by this permit whether or not a discharge is
made for that month. Knowingly making any false statement on any such report may result in the
imposition of criminal and/or civil penalties as provided by State law.
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»Test Proceduras

Test procedures for the analysis of pollutants shall comply with procedures specified in 31 TAC
§§319.10-319.11. Measurements, tests, and calculations shall be accurately accomplished in a
reprasentative manner.

Records of Results
31 TAC §305.125(11) Monitoring and reporting requirements are as follows:

(a)

(»)

(e)

Monitoring samples and measurements shall be taken at times and in a manner so0 as to be
representative of the monitored activity.

Monitoring and reporting records, including lu&c.hnu and records of caiibration and
maintenance, copies of all records requirsd by permit shall be rotained at the facility site
for a iod of three ysars from the date of the record or sample, measurement, report, or
certification. This period may be extended at the requast of the executive director.

Records of monitoring activities shall include the following:

i) date, time and place of sazple or measurement;

ii identity of individual who collected the sample or made the measurement;
iii) date of analysis;

iv identity of the individual and laboratory who performed the analysis;

v ) the technique or method of analysis; and

vi ) the results of the analysis or measuresent.

The period dur Mchmordlmr-quirdwb.hptmubomu—uwlywtomdw
the final disposition of any administrative or judicial enforcement action that may be instituted
against the permittee.

Additional Monitoring by Permittee

1f the permittee monitors any pollutant at the location(s) designated herein more frequently than
required by this permit using approved analytical methods as specified above, the results of such
monitoring that indicate permit noncompliance shall be included in the calculation and ing of
the value submitted on the required monthly effluent report. Increased frequency of sampling shall be
indicated on the report.

Calibration of Instruments
All automatic flow measuring and/or recording devices and/or totalizing meters for measuring permit

limited flows shall be accurately calibrated by a trained person at plant startup and as often
thereafter as necessary to ensure accuracy, but not less often than annually unless suthorized by the
Executive Director for a longer period. Such person shall certify in writing that the device is
opera!

plant site for at least three years.

Compliance Schedule Reports

&rﬁn{ms.uﬂu) Reports of compliance or noncompliance with, or any progress reports on, interim
than 14 days following each schedule date, unless otherwise specified by the Commission.

Noncompliance Notification

ting properly and giving accurate results. Copies of the certification shall be kept at the

lr.quir-uu:onntmdmmycqlim.lchwloof:h.wlitmuhwhit:dmhm

31 TAC §305.125(9) Unless specified otherwise, the permittee shall report any noncompliance to
the executive director which may endanger human health or safety, or the environment. Report of
such information shall be provided orally within 24 hours from the time the permittee bacomes
aware of the noncompliance. A written submission of such information shall also be provided
within five working days of the time the permittee becomes aware of the noncompliance. The
written submission shall contain a description of the noncompliance and its cause; the potential
danger to human health or safety, or the environment; the period of noncompliance, including
exact dates and times; if the noncompliance has not been corrected, the anticipated time it is
expected to continue; and, steps taken or planned to reduce, eliminate, and prevent recurrence of
the noncompliance, and to mitigate its adverse effects.

Any noncompliance exceeding 40% of Lhe permitted effluent limitation shall be repo:ted to the
District Office within 5 working days of becoming aware of the condition.

31 TAC §305.125(12) Any noncompliance other than that specified in this section, or any required
information not submitted or submitted incorrectly, shall be reported to the Executive Director
as promptly as possible. |

stmt.oﬂu To Reports

31 TAC §305.125(14) All reports and o
executive director shall be signed by
(relating to Signatorios to Reports).

ther information required herein or otherwisc¢ requested by the
the person and in the manner required by 31 iLAC §305.128




Ganeral

31 TAC §305.125(19) Where the permittee becomes aware that it failed to submit any relevant facts
in a permit application, or submitted incorrect information in an application or in any report to
the executive director, it shall promptly submit such facts or information.

This permit is granted on the basis of the information supplied and representations made by the
permittee in the course of the application process and in reliance upon the accuracy and
completeness of that information and those representations. After notice and opportunity for a
hearing, this permit may be modified, suspended, or revoked, in whole or in part, during its term
for cause including, but not limited to, the following:

(i) Violation of any terms or conditions of this permit;

(ii) Obtaining this permit by misrepresentation or failure to disclose fully all relevant facts;
or

(iii) A change in any condition that requires either a tesporary or permanent reduction or
elimination of the authorized discharge.

31 TAC §305.:25(6).The ttee shall furnish to the executive director, upen request and within
a reasonable time ormation to determine whether cause exists for amending, revoking or,
suspending the permit. The permittee shall also furnish to the executive director, upon request,
copies of records required to be kept by the permit.

2. Compliance

31 TAC §305.124 Acceptance of the permit by the person to whom it is issued constitutes an
acknowledgement and agreement that such parson will comply with all the terms and conditions
eabodied the permit, and the rules and other orders of the commission.

31 TAC §305.125(1) The permittee has a duty to comply with all conditions of the permit. Failure
to comply with any permit condition constitutes a violation of the permit and the Texas Water
Code or the Texas Solid Waste Disposal Act, and is grounds for enforcement action, for permit
amendment, revocation or suspension, and/or for denial of a permit renewal application or of an
application for a permit for anucher facility.

31 TAC §305.125(3) It shall not be a defense for a permittee in an enforcement action that it
would have been necessary to halt or reduce the permitted activity in order to maintain
compliance with the conditions of the permit.

31 TAC §305.125(4) The permittee shall take all reasonable steps to minimize or correct any
adverse impact on the environment resulting from noncompliance with the permit and shall carry
out such measures as are reasonable to prevent signficant adverse impacts on human health or the
environment.

31 TAC §305.125(8) Authorization from the commission is required before beginning any change in
the permitted facility or activity that would result in noncompliance with other permit

31 TAC §305.125(15) A permit may be amended, suspended and reissued, or revoked for cause. The
filing of a request by the permittee for a permit amendment, suspension and reissuance, or
tonimt::'\i or a notification of planned changes or anticipated noncompliance, does not stay any
permit ¢ tion.

Any act bythupontttnbonccoqulhodbyt.hopu‘itmonorbyamwor
specified date shall be done on or before that date. If the act is not done on or before that
guu, a new obligation to do the act shall arise on each succeeding calendar day until the act is
one.

Inspections and Entry

a.

31 IAC §305.125(10) Tnspection and entry shall be al’ .ed as prescribed in the Texas Water Code,
3’17):7:!526, 27 and 28, and the Texas Solid Waste Disposal Act, Texas Civil Statutes, Article
-7, §7.

As a condition to issuance of this permit, the permittee expressly consents to announced and
unannounced inspections of the permitted facility by .TWC employees or agents exhibiting proper
cndr;iu{:. The mﬁ“:ghh al:o hereby notified that the State and/or local nments
specifically reserve all rights of en and tion granted them law, includ but not
linited to, the rights: REP S Lmpestion ey )

(1) At any reasonable times to enter upon the permittee's premises or other premises under the

control of the permittee, where an effluent source is located or in wvhich any records are
required to be kept under the term and conditions of this permit;

™G 2/87
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Page 6

At any reasonable times to have access to and copy any records required to be kept under
the rus and conditions of this permit;

(iii) To inspect ;ny monitoring equipment or monitoring method required in this permit;
(iv) To sample any di;chnrgo; and

(v) To orm an enforcement and/or operation and maintenance inspection of the permittee's
facility.

Permit Amendment

a, 31 TAC §305.125(7) The permittee shall give notice to the executive director prior to physical
alterations or additions to the permitted facility if such alterations or additions would require
a permit amendment or result in a violation of permit requirements.

b. Prior to any facility modifications, additions and/or <ipansions of a permitted facility that
will increase the plant capacity beyord the permitted flow, the permittee must apply for and
obtain proper authorization from the Commission before commencing construction.

c. 31 TAC §305.125(2) The permittee sust apply for an asendment ar renewal prior to expiration of
the existing permit in order to continue a permitted activity after the iration date of ths
puﬂt. 1.'n.lt'.luu-tut,itm to continue such activity will terminate upon the effective denial of said
application,

d. Prior to accepting wastes which are not descrided in the permit application or which would result
in a significant change in the quantity or quality of the existing discharge, the permittee must
report the proposed changes to the Commission. The permittee must ly for a permit amendment
reflecting any necessary changes in permit conditions, including effluent limitations for
pollutants not identified and limited by this permit. In no case are any new connections,
increased flow or significant changes in influent quality authorized that will cause violation of

the effluent limitations specified by this permit.

e. By accepting this permit, permittee accepts the Commission's authority to amend the permit to
require the system covered by this permit to be modified. Such amendments may be made when
changes required are advisable for consideration of regional treatment and/or water quality
control purposes and are feasible on the basis of waste treatment technology, “uu-rh?‘:.
financial, and related consi‘arations existing at the time the changes are required, exclusive of
the loss of investment in or revenues from any of the existing or proposed waste collection,
treatment or disposal systems.

Permit Transfer

a. Prior to any transfer of this permit or change in control or ownership of facilities authorized
by this permit, Commission approval must be obtained authorizing such transfer or change.

b. 31 TAC §305.125(13) A permit may be transferred only according to the provisions of 31 TAC
;:os.u. (?1;:91; to Transfer of Permits) and 31 TAC 305.97 (relating to Action on Application
or Transfer). |

Relationship to Hazardous Waste Activities

This permit does not authorize any activity of hazardous solid waste storage, processing, or disposal
which requires a permit or other authorization pursuant to the Texas Solid Waste Disposal Act, Article
4477-7, Vernon's Annotated Texas Civil Statutes.

Relationship to Water Rights

Disposal of treated effluent by any means other than discharge directly to the waters in the state

must be specifically authorized in this permit and may require a water rights permit pursuant to
Chapter 11 of the Texas Water Code. g -

Property Rights

:h% §305.125(16) A permit does not convey any property rights of any sort, or any exclusive
ege.

Documentation

For all notifications to the Commission required of the permittee by this permit, the permittee shall
keep and make available a copy of each such notification the same basis as self-moni data
are required to be kept and made available. > wwire

Plans and Specifications Approval

The plans and specifications for domestic sewage collection and treatment works associated with the
di authorized by this permit must be approved pursuant to State law, and failure to secure

approval before commencing construction of such works or making a discha.ge therefrom is a violation
of this permit and each day of discharge is an additional viclation until approval has been secured.

™~ o2/



Fermit Enl + ~anility -

The comditions of this purmit are severable, and if any provision of this permit, or the applicaticn
of anv provision of this permit to any circuastances, 1s held wwalid, the application ot such
provision to other circumstances, and the remainder of this permit, shall not Li affectued thercby.

ONAL KFOUIR S

31 TAC §305.125(5) The permittee shall at all times properly cperate and maintain all facilities and
systems of treatment and control (and related appurtenances) which are installed or used by the
permittee to achieve compliance with the conditions of the permit.

Proper operation and maintenance includes effective performance, adequate maintenance of equipment,
adequate funding, adequate cperator staffing and training, and adequate laboratory and process
controls, including appropriate quality assurance procedures.

Unless othervise specified in this permit or otherwise urdered by the Commission, the permittee shall
comply with all provisions of 31 TAC §§319.21 - 319.29 concerning the discharge of certain hazardous
metals, and upon request of the executive director, the permittee shall take samples of the final
effluent and provide proper analysis of such samples 1i order to demonstrate compliance with these

rules.

The permitt2e shall notify the Executive Director of the Commission at least 90 Jays prior to
cogcttn; any activity of closure of any pit, pond, lagoon, or surface impoundment regulated by this
permit.

The permittee is responsible for {nstalling prior to plant startup, and subsequently maintaining,
adequate safeguards to prevent the discharge of untreated or inadequately treated wastes during
electrical pover failures by means of alternate power sources, standby generators, and/or
retention of inadequately treated wastewater.

Unless otherwise specified, the permittee shall provide a readily accessible sampling point and, where
applicable, an effluent flow measuring device or a means by which effluent flow may be determined
based upon influent measuring.

31 TAC §305.126 whenever flow measurements for any domestic sewage treatment facility reach 75 percent
of the permitted aver: daily flow for three consecutive months, the pernittee must initiate
engineering and financial planning for expansion and/or upgrading of the domestic wastewater treatment
and/or collection fac.lities. Whenever, the average daily flow reaches 90 percent of the permitted
average daily flow for three consecutive months, the permittee shall obtain necessary authorizaticn
from the Commission to commence construction of the necessary additional treatment facilities. In the
case of a domestic wastewater treatment facility which reaches /5 percent of the permitted daily
average flow for three consecutive months, and the planned population to be served is not expected to
exceed the design limitations of the treatment facility, the permittee shall submit an engineering
report supporting this claim to the Executive Director of the Commission. If in the judgment of the
Executive Director the population to be served will not cause permit noncompliance, then the
requirement of this section may be waived. To be effective, any waiver must be in writing and signed
by the Executive Director or his or her designee, and such waiver of these requirements will be
reviewed upon expiration of the existing permit. However, any such waiver shall not be interpreted as
condoning or excusing any violation of any permit parameter.

treatment plants shall be operated and maintained by a sewage plant operator holding a valid
certificate of competency.
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OTHER REQUIREMENTS

The sludge from the treatment process shall be disposed of in accordance
with all the applicable rules of the Texas Department of Health. The
permittee shall ensure that the disposal of sludge does not cause any
contamination of the ground or surface waters in the State. The
permittee shall keep records of all sludges removed from the wastewater
tr:atment plant site. Such records will include the following
information:

Volume of sludge disposed
Date of disposal |
Identity of hauler

Location of disposal site

Method of final disposal

Q0 o~

The above records shall be maintained on a monthly basis and be
available at the plant site for inspection by authorized representatives
of the Commission for at least three years.

The permittee shall remit an annual wastewater treatment inspection fee
to the Commission as required by 31 TAC Chapter 305 (Subchapter M).
Failuire to pay this fee may result in revocation of this permit.
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by Title 31

required regulal
emd.itm in waste discharge permits. All definitions cootained in Secticn 26.001 of the Texas Water Code shall
wlytotbhnnunndmwuhnhbyn!m Mditional definitions of words or phrases used in

1.

2.

his permit are as follows:
Plov Measurements

a. Dally average flow - the arithmetic average of all determinations of the daily discharge vithin a period
of one calendar month. The daily average flow determination shall consist of determinations sade cn at
least four separate days. 1f instantanecus measurements are used to determine the dally discharge, the
determination shall be the average of all instantanecus measurements taken during a 24-hour period or
during the period of daily discharge if less than 24 hours. Daily average flow determination for
intermittent discharges shall consist of a minimm of three flow determinations oo days cf discharge.

b. wmflu-mmmruummmmmwwmmfmmm
ce. .

c. 2-hour peak (dcmestic wastewater treatment plants) - the maxiwum flov sustained for a wwo hour period
during the period of daily discharge. Multiple measurements of instantanecus maximm flow within a
lwmwldmhwwmmtuz-mp&fm

d. Daily maxisum flow - the highest total flow permitted for a 24-hour period.
Concentration Measuresents

a. Dally average concentration - the arithmetic average of all effluent samples, composite or grab as
required by this permit, within a period of ooe calendar wmonth, consisting of at least four separate
representative measurements. (i) For domestic wastewater treatment plants - When four samples are oot
available in a calendar month, the arithmetic average (weighted by flow) of all values in the previous
tmmunmmmmmmoznmnfmmumubmnmumm
average concentration. (ii) For all other wastewvater treatment plants wWhen four samples are pot
available in calendar month, the arithmetic average (weighted by flow) of all values taken during the
month shall be utilized as the daily average concentration.

7-day average concentration - the arithmetic average of all effluent samples, composite or grab, within a
period of one calendar week, consisting of at least three separate measurements.

c. Daily maximm co ~entration - the maximum concentration measured on a single day (by composite sasple).

d. Fecal Coliform bacteria-the number of colonies per 100 milliliters effluent.

Sample Type

a. Composite sample - a sanple made up of a minimm of three effloent porticns collected in a continuous
24-hour period or during the period of daily discharge if less than 24 bhours, and combined in volumes
proportional to flow collected no closer than two hours; or a sample cootinucusly collected, proportional
to flow, in a continuous 24-hour period or during the period of daily discharge if less than 24 bours.

b. Grab sample - an individual sample collected in less than 15 minutes.

Permitted Facility (facility) - Wastewater facilities used in the cooveyance, storage, (treatment, recycling,

reclamation and/or disposal of wmumicipal sewage, industrial wastes, agricultural wastes, recreational wvastes

or other wastes including sludge handling or disposal facilities under the jurisdiction of the Commission.

The term “sewage sludge" shall mean the solids and precipitates separated from wastewater by onit processes.

1.

Page 3

1{-Reporting
31 TAC §305.125(17) Monitoring results shall be provided at the intervals specified in the permit.

Unless othervise specified in this permit or othervise ordered by the Commission, the permittee shall conduct
effluent sampling and reporting in accordance with 31 TAC §§319.4-319.7.

Unless otherwise specified, a monthly effluent report must be submitted each month by the 20th day of the
following month for each discharge which is described by this permit whether or pot a discharge is made for
that month, Koowingly making any false statemest on any such report may result in the imposition of crimipal
and/or civil penalties as provided by State law.

T™C 7/88




As required by Title 31 Texas Aduministrative Code (TAC) Chnptu' 305 certain regilations appear as standard
conditions in waste discharge permits. All definitions contained Section 26.001 of the Texas Water Code shall
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his permit are as follows:
Plov Measurements

a. Dally average flow - the arithmetic average of all determinations of the daily discharge within a period
of one calendar month. The daily average flow determination shall consist of determinations made on at
Joast four separate days. 1f instantaneous measurements are used to determine the dally discharge, the
determination shall be the average of all instantanecus measurements taken during a 24-hour period or
during the period of d.u, discharge if less than 24 bhours. Daily average [lov determination for

intermittent discharges sholl consist of a minimm of three flow determinations oo days of discharge.
b.wmna-mmrmmmmmu-mwwwmtmm
ice. -
c. 2-hour peak (domestic wastewater treatmest plants) - the maximm flov sustained for a two hour

period
during the period of daily discharge. Multiple measurements of instantacecus saximm flow within a
two-hour period may be compared to the permitted 2-bhour peak flow.

d. Daily maximum flow - the highest total flow permitted for a 24-hour period.
Concentration Measuresents

a. Dally average concentration - the arithmetic average of all effluent samples, composite or grab as
required by this permit, within a period of one calendar month, consisting of at least four separate
representative measurements. (i) For domestic wastewater treatment plants - Gben four samples are not
available in a calendar month, the arithmetic average (weighted by flow) of all values in the previous
(wrmﬂnmthmidmkﬁmdnlmtlmwmnbmumw
average concentration. (ii) For all other wastewater treatment plants - When four samples are not
available in calendar month, the arithmetic average (weighted by flow) of all values taken during the
month shall be utilized as the daily average concentration.

b. 7-day average concentration - the aritlhmetic average of all effluent samples, composite or ora™. within a
period of one calendar week, consisting of at least three separate measurements.

c. Daily maximm concentration - the maximum concentration measured on a single day (by composite sasple).

d. Fecal Coliform bacteria-the number of colonies per 100 milliliters effluent.

Sample Type

a. Composite sample - a sample made up of a minimm of three effloent portions collected in a continuous
24-hour period or during the period of daily discharge if less than 24 bours, and combined in volumes
proportional to flow collected no closer than two hours; or a sample contiuuwously collected, proporticnal
to flow, in a continuous 24-hour period or during the period of daily discharge if less than 24 bours.

b. Grab sample - an individual sasple collected in less than 15 minutes.

Permitted Facility (facility) - Wastewater facilities used in the conveyance, storage, treatment, recycling,

reclamation and/or disposal of wounicipal sewage, industrial wastes, agricultural wastes, recreational wastes

or other wastes including sludge bandling or disposal facilities under the jurisdictioo of the Commission.

The term “sewage sludge" shall mean the solids and precipitates separated from wastewater by onit processes.

MONTTORING AND REPORTING

1. Self-Reporting
31 TAC §305.125(17) Monitoring results shall be provided at the intervals specified in the permit.
Ilnlcuoﬁnuhamdudumum or othervise ordered by the Commission, the permittee shall conduct

affluent saspling and reporting in accordance vn.h 31 TAC §§8319.4-319.7.

Unless otherwise specified, a wmonthly effluent report must be submitted each month by the 20th day of the
following month for each discharge which is described by this permit whether or not a discharge is made for
that month. Koowingly waking any false statement on any such report may result in the imposition of criminal
and/or civil penalties as provided by State law.
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2. Couwpliance

3 TAC §305.125(19) Where the permittee becomes aware that it failed to submit apy relevant facts in a
permit application, or submitted incorrect information in an application or iz any report to the
2xecutive director, it shall promptly submit such facts or informatiocn.

This permit is granted cn the basis of the information supplied and representations made by the permittee
during the application process and in reliance upon the accuracy and completeness of that informetion and
those representations. After notice and opportunity for a hearing, this t may be wmodified,

, or revoked, in whole or in part in accordance with 31 TAC 305.61-305.68, during its tem for
cause including, but not limited to, the following:

(1) Violation of any terms or conditions of this permit;

(i1) Obtaining this permit by misrepresentation or failure to disclose fully all relevant facts; or

(iii) A change in any conditioo that requires eitber a lemparary or permapent reduction or elisination of
the authorized discharge.

31 TAC §305.125(6) The permittee shall furnish to the executive directnr, upon requesi and within &
r“lou-,WMu-uumMW”ﬂmfcmﬂnMQ,m.
ozumummmm.mmtmmuntmwmmun director, upon request,
copies of recards required to be kept by the permit.

31 TAC §305.124 Acceptance of the by the person to wham it is issved constitutes an
acknowledgement and agreement that such person will comply with all the terms and cooditions embodied in
the permit, and the rules and other orders of the commission.

31 TAC §305.125(1) The permittee has a duty to comply with all cooditions of the permit. Failure to
comply with any pemmit coodition constitutes a violation of the permit and the Texas Water Code or the
Texas Solid Waste Disposal Act, and is grounds for enforcement action, for permit amendment, revocation
o:nw‘nnm,otfotdnnmotop-nnmlwuuumorotnmuauufotawﬂt(u
anotber facility.

nncssosus(a)nmnnotb-aumm-mtmuuummmtuuun.aun
necessary to balt or reduce the permitted activity in order to maintain compliance with the
cand!.uouofthopudt.

31 TAC §305.125(4) The permittee shall take all reasonable to minimize or correct any adverse
Mwhnvlmtnﬂtimtmmlhmﬂﬂthwﬂtdwmmnﬂm
as are reasonable to prevent signficant adverse impacts on human health or the envircoment.

31 TAC §305.125(8) Authorization from the required before beginning any change in the
permitted mum«.mm,mmm:umammmzm

31 TAC §305.125(15) A permit may be amended, suspended and reissued, or revoked for cause. The filing of
mmmmzww.mzwmmw,um,c.
muﬂelumofplm-dehmornudmm does not stay any permit condition.

Any act required by this permit to be accomplished by the permittee on or by a described or specified
date shall be done on or before that date. If the act is not dooe on or before that date, a new
obligation to do the act shall arise on each succeeding calendar day until the act is done.

3. Inspections and Entry

31 TAC §305.125(10) Inspection and entry shall be allowed as prescribed in the Texas Water Code, Chapters
26, 27 and 28, and the Texas Solid Waste Disposal Act, Texas Civil Statutes, Article 4477-7, §7.

ulcmdlumtomdthumt,tbpnutttumudymumwdw
inspections of the permitted facility by ™T™C w-— or agents exhihiting credentials. The
permittee is also bereby notified that the State ar local gon:_u w-c‘uelny reserve all rights
of entry and inspection granted thea by law, including, but not limited to, the rights:

(1) At any reascnable times to enter upon the permittee's premises or other premises under the control

of the permittee, where an effluent source is located or in which any records are required to be
kept under the term and conditions of this permit;
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i =y
(ii) At any (+.ocuable times  nave access to and copy apy records required be kept under the terms
and conditions of this permit;

» (1ii) n!:ln,mummwmymtummtwmmm-wmnmum
permit; %

(iv) At any reasonable times to sample any discharge; and

(v) ltmwotuwwtmndom-uw«md-mmwu
the permittee's facility.

Permit Amendment

a. 31 TAC §305.125(7) The permittee shall give npotice to the executive directar prior to pbysical
alterations or additions to the permitted facility if such alterations or additions would require a
permit asendment or result in a violation of permit requirements.

b. Prior to any facility modifications, additions and/or expansions of a permitted facility that will
increase the plant capacity beyond the permitted flow, the permittes must apply for and cobtain proper
authorization from the Comaission before commencing construction

c. 31 TAC §305.125(2) The permittee must apply for an amendmeot or reneval prior to expiration of the
existing permit in order to continue a permitted activity after the expiration date of the pemmit.
Authorization to continue such activity will terminate upon the effective denial of sald application.

d.m:u-wmmmmmmmwumpnnwumcmmmmmzu-
significant change in the quantity or quality of the existing discharge, the permittee wmust report the
proposed cbanges to the Commission. The permittee wmust apply for a permit amecdment reflecting any
necessary changes in permit conditions, including effluent limitations for pollutants not idestified and
limited by this permit. In no case are any bew connections, increased flow or significant changes in
influent quality authorized that will cause violation of the effluent limitations specified by this
permit.

e. By accepting this permit, permittee accepts the Commission's autharity to amend the permit in accardance
nmwuam.mummmmmmmmupmzmuwm.m-m-u-y
h—hmwmmeummdmmwthQmmny
mmlmuﬁm(mmemmhmdmtmt-tm, , financial, and
related considerations existing at the time the changes are required, exclugive of the lass of investment
uumfmnyotmmumammﬂmm,m_tqun-.

Permit Transfer

a. Priulomymtuottmw-ltumucmmlmmm&pdladuunmﬁbymu
permit, Comission approval must be obtained authorizing such transfer or change.

b. 31 TAC §305.125(13) A permit may be transferred only according to the provisions of 31 TAC §305.64
(relating to Transfer of Permits) and 31 TAC 305.97 (relating to Action on Application for Transfer).

Relationship to Hazardous Waste Activities

This permit does not authorize any activity of bazardous solid waste storage, processing, or disposal which
mamxuowmm@mmmmmmwm, Article 4477-7,
Vernon's Annotated Texas Civil Statutes.

Relationship to Water Rights
Dimnlottmlodctnmntbymwothrmmmmdlncdytotl-nursl.nuumu-m.bn
specifically authorized in this permit and may require a water rights permit pursuant to Chapter 11 of the
Texas Water Code.

Property Rights

31 TAC §305.125(16) A permit does not convey any property rights of any sart, or any exclusive privilege.

Documentation

Por all written notifications to the Commission required of the permittee by this permit, the permittee shall
uopand-kcamuhhacowofud:sudnnotulaum,uponth--h-n:unu-mnitmtum
required to be kept and made available.

Plans and Specifications Approval

The plans and specifications for domestic sewage collection and treatment works asscciated with the discharge
authorized by this permit sust be approved pursuant to State law, and failure to secure approval before
mmamm«mawmzmu-vwmdmm:um
day of discharge is an additional violation until approval bas been secured.
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Permit Enforceablility )

The conditions of this permit are severable, and if aoy provision of this permit, or the application of any
provision of this permit to any circumstances, is beld invalid, the application of guch provision to other
circumstances, and the remaisder of this permit, shall oot be affected thereby.

OPERATIONAL REQUIREMENTS
31ncs:osxzs(S)mmcmmnnmummxymd-mmtmuuu-m—

of treatment and control (and related appurtenances) which are installed or used by the permittee to achieve
compliance with the conditions of the permit.

Proper operation and maintenance includes effective performacce, adequate maintenance of equipment, adequate
funding, edequate operator staffing and training, and adequate laboratory and process cootrols, including
sppropriate quality assurance procedures.

uulmomnmmmmmupmtozowmmmc-mm,mp-mm-muoqny
vith all provisions of 31 TAC §§313.21 - 319.29 concerning the discharge of certain bazardoas metals, and upon
request of the executive director, the pemmitise shall take samples of toe final effluent and provide proper
analysis of such sasples in order to descnstrate compliance with these rules.

The permittee shall potify the Executive Directar of the Commission at least 90 days prior to conducting ‘any
activity of closure of any pit, pond, lagocn, or surface impoundmest regulated by this permit.

The permittes is responsible for installing prior to plant startup, and subsequently maintaining, adequate
safeguards to prevent the discharge of untreated or inadequately treated wastes during electrical power
failures by means of alternate power sources, standby generators, and/or retention of inadequately treated

Unless othervise specified, the permittee shall provide a readily accessible sampling point and, where
mp}lubll, an effluent flow measuring device or a means by which effluent flow may be determined based upon
uent measuring.

The permittee shall remit an annual waste treatment inspection fee to the Commission as required by 31 TAC 305
(Subchapter M). Failure to pay this fee may result in revocation of this permit.

31 TAC §305.126 whenever flow measurements for any domestic sewage treatment facility reach 75 percent of the
permitted average daily flow for three consecutive wmonths, the permittee wmust initiate engineering and
financial plasning for eoxpansion and/or upgrading of the domestic wastewater treatmest and/or collection
facilities. Whenever, the average daily flow reaches 90 percent of the permitted average daily flow for three
consecutive mooths, the permittee shall obtain npecessary autharization from the Commission to commence
construction of the necessary additiopal treatment facilities. In the case of a domestic wastewater treatment
facility which reaches 75 percent of the permitted daily averasge flow for three consecutive months, and the
planned population to be served or the quantity of waste produced is npot expected to exceed the design
limitations of the treatment facility, the permittee mnmnm an u.ming report supparting this claia

to the Executive Director of the Commission. If in the of Executive Director the population to
be served will not cause permit noncompliance, then the requirement of this section may be waived. To be
effective, any waiver must be in writing and signed by the Executive Director or his or ber designee, and such
vaiver of these requirements will be reviewed upcon expiration of the existing permit. However, any such
wvaiver shall not be interpreted as condoning or excusing any violation of any permit parameter.

treatment plants shall be operated and maintained by a sewage plant operator bolding a valid

certificate of competency as defined in 31 TAC 325.1.

T™C 7/88
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A certified operator shall inspect the facility daily and maintain
at the plant site a record of these inspections.

The sludge from the treatment process shall be disposed of in accordance
with all the applicable rules of the Texas Department of Health. The
permittee shall ensure that the disposal of sludge does not cause any
contamination of the ground or surface waters in the State. The permittee
shall keep records of all sludges removed from the wastewater treatment
plant site. Such records will inciude the following information:

+  Volume of sludge disposed
Date of disposal

Identity of hauler
Location of disposal site
Method of final disposal

"Tanow

The above records shall be maintained on a monthly basis and be avajlable
at the plant site for inspection by authorized representatives of the
Commission for at least three years.

By ownership or legal easement the permittee shall maintain a
minimum buffer zone of 150 feet from any treatment to any residential
property.
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- 1. A certified operator shall inspect the facility daily and maintain
at the plant site a record of these inspections.

2. The sludge from the treatment process shall be disposed of in accordance

" with all the applicable rules of the Texas Department of Health. The

. permittee shall ensure that the disposal of sludge does not cause any

‘ contamination of the ground or surface waters in the State. The permittee

¢ shall keep records of all sludges removed from the wastewater treatment
plant site. Such records will include the following information:

Volume of sludge disposed
. Date of disposal

Identity of hauler
Location of disposal site
Method of final disposal

oo ow

The above records shall be maintained on a monthly basis and be available
at the plant site for inspection by authorized representatives of the
Commission for at least three years.

8. By ownership or legal easement the permittee shall maintain a
minimum buffer zone of 150 feet from any treatment to any residential
property.
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Texas Water Commission

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM
T0 : Texas Water Commission DATE: gseptember 5, 1990
THRU mmn Beinke, Executive Director
FROM : Clyde E. Bohmfalk, Director, Water Quality Division
SUBJECT: Enforcement Report; City of Frisco, Permit Nos.

10172-01 & 10172-02

Attached for your review and action is an enforcement report

pr:pared by the Water Quality Division concerning the City of
Frisco.

Description of Noncompliance and Recommended Penalties:

On April 16, 1990, the City of Frisco reported unauthorized
discharges of raw sewage (approximately 200,000 gallons at each
plant) from the influent structures at the Cottonwood Creek and
Stewart Creek Wastewater Treatment Plants. On April 22, 1990, the
City of Frisco reported an unauthorized discharge of raw sewage
(approximately 240,000 gallons) from the influent structure at the
Stewart Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant.

Number of Violations: 3
Calculated Penalty Per Violation: $3,680
Total Recommended Penalty = $11,040

Please feel free to contact us if you need additional
information.

/A/ Clyde E.
RDR
Attachment

cc: Texas Water Commission District 4 Office

tona. .vr“Com.niss il
Lezal Division
7 o )'”39'0 gL5—

Doct ~




EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S PRELIMINARY ENFORCEMENT REPORT

Permittee: City of Frisco
P. O. Box 177
Frisco, Texas 75034

Permit Numbers: 10172-01 - Stewart Creek Treatment Plant
10172-02 - Cottonwood Creek Treatment Plant

Citation of Noncompliance:
Texas Water Code Section 26.121 and Permit Nos. 10172-01 & 02
Description of Noncompliance and Recommended Penalties:

On April 16, 1990, the City of Frisco reported unauthorized
discharges of raw sewage (approximately 200,000 gallons at each
plant) from the influent structures at the Cottonwood Creek and
Stewart Creek Wastewater Treatment Plants. On April 22, 1990, the
City of Frisco reported an unauthorized discharge of raw sewage
(approximately 240,000 gallons) from the influent structure at the
Stewart Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant.

Number of Violations: 3
Calculateu Penalty Per Violation: $3,680
Total Recommended Penalty = $11,040

Description and Location of Treatment System and Receiving Stream:

The City of Frisco has a population of approximately 6,300 people.
The Stewart Creek Plant which is permitted to discharge 0.6
million gallons per day (MGD), consists of a bar screen, two grit
basins, lift station, equalization basin, emergency holding basin,
contact-stabilization basin, final clarifier, chlorine contact
basin, aerobic digester, and four sludge drying beds.

The Cottonwood Creek Plant which is permitted to discharge 0.3
MGD, consists of a bar screen, lift station, aeration basins,
final clarifier, chlorine contact basin, aerobic digester, and
sludge drying beds.

The Stewart Creek Plant is located approximately 2,500 feet south
ol Farm to Market Road 720, and immediately west of the St. Louis
- San Francisco Railroad in Collin County, Texas. This treatment
plant is authorized to dispose of waste to Stewart Creek; thence
to Lake Lewisville in Segment No. 0823 of the Trinity River Basin.
The Cottonwood Creek Plant is located approximately 2,500 feet
north of Farm to Market Road 720, and immediately east of the St.
Louis - san Francisco Railroad in Collin County, Texas. This
treatment plant is authorized to dispose of waste to Cottonwood
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Creek; thence fo Lake Lewisville in Segment No. 0823 of the
Trinity River Basin.

The April, 1988 Texas Surface Water ality Standards list the
designated uses of Segment No. 0823 as contact recreation, high
quality aquatic habitat, and public water supply.

Applicable Permit Limits:

Stewart Creek Plant
Single Daily 7-day Daily
Parameter Grab Average Average Maximum

Flow (MGD) - 0.6 -- 1225 GPM *
BOD5 {mg/1) 65 20 30 45
TSS (mg/1) 65 20 30 45
Nﬂa-N (mg/1) o= 10 -— 15
pPH (s.u.) 6.0-9.0 - - -
cl (mg/1) >1.0 - - --

D.0. (mg/1) >4.0 - - —

Cottonwood Creek Plant

Single Daily 7-day Daily
Parameter Grab Average Average Maximum
. Flow (MGD) - 0.3 -- 410 GPM *
: BODS (mg/L) 65 20 30 45
TSS™ (mg/1l) 65 20 30 45
¥ pH () 6.0-9.0 - - -
(B (mg/1) 1.0-4.0 -- -- --
D.0. (mg/1l) >6.0 - -- --

Abbreviations:

GPM = Gallons Per Minute
BODg = Five-Day Biochemical Oxygen Demand
4 TSS = Total Suspended Solids
| NH,.-N = Ammonia Nitrogen
y s.a. = Standard Units
A D.0. = Dissolved Oxygen
| mg/l = Milligrams Per Liter
f Cl2 = Chlorine Residual
" * = 2-Hour Peak

Permit Expiration Date: 10172-01 - June 14, 1993
! 10172-02 - January 9, 1994




Discussion:

Because of a history of permit noncompliances and other
deficiencies at both the Stewart Creek and Cottonwood Creek
wastewater Treatment Plants, an Enforcement Oorder was issued
against the City of Frisco on May 27, 1987. The Order included
technical recommendations directed at bringing the plants into
compliance. The City paid an administrative penalty of $6,880
upon issuance of the Order, as well as an additional $15,500 for
violations of stipulated penalty provisions during the pendency of
the Order. The Order expired on May 27, 1989.

The City has made considerable progress since issuance of the May,
1987 Order. However, since several critical areas of concern
remain, a second Enforcement Order is necessary to address the
continuing problems, and to help facilitate bringing both plants
into compliance.

One problem of concern is the severe infiltration/inflow (I/I)
into the City's collection system during rainfall events, which
results in bypasses of raw sewage from the influent structures at
both of the City's plants. Since January, 1989, the City has
. -nrted numerous bypasses of raw sewage as follows:

Stewart Creek Plant

Estimated Quantity

Date Time Bypassed (gallons) *
1-25-89 3 p.m. - 5 p.m. 15,000
1-25-89 9 p.m. - 12 mid 27,000
1-26-89 12 mid - 9 p.m. 210,000
1-28-89 8 a.m. - 11 p.m. 150,000
2-16-89 4 p.m. - 12 mid 80,000
2-17-89 12 mid - 12 mid 240,000
2-18-89 12 mid - 11 p.m. 230,000
3-27-89 9 a.m. - 12 mid 150,000
3-28-89 12 mid - 11 p.m. 230,000
6~-07-89 8 a.m. - 12 mid 200,000
6-08-89 12 mid =~ 12 mid 240,000
6-09-89 12 mid - 10 p.m. 220,000
6-12-89 8 p.m. - 12 p.m. 40,000
6~13-8% 12 mid - 12 mid 240,000
6-14-89 12 mid - 12 mid 240,000
6-15-89 12 mid - 11 p.m. 230,000
1-19-90 12 p.m. - 11 p.m. 110,000
2-01-90 7 a.m. - 12 mid 170,000
4-16-90 4 a.m. - 12 mid 200,000
4-17-90 12 mid - 11 p.m. 170,000
4-20-90 12 p.m. - 12 mid 120,000
4-21-90 12 mid - 12 mid 240,000
4-22-90 12 mid =~ 12 mid 240,000

* Estimate Based On 10,000 Gallons Per Hour (Reported By The City)
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Cottonwood Creek Plant
Estimated Quantity

Date Time Bypassed (gallons) *
1-25-89 4 p.m. - 12 mid 78,000
1-26-89 12 mid - 3 p.m. 150,000
1-28-89 8 a.m. - 10 p.m. 140,000
2-16-89 4 p.m. - 12 mid 80,000
2-17-89 12 mid - 12 mid 240,000
2-18-89 12 mid - 11 p.m. 230,000
3-27-89 9 a.m. - 12 mid 150,000
3-28-89 12 mid - 11 p.m. 230,000
6-07-89 12 mid - 12 mid 240,000
6-08-89 12 mid - 10 p.m. 220,000
6-12-89 11 a.m. - 12 mid 130,000
6-13-89 12 mid - 12 mid 240,000
6-14-89 12 mid - 8 p.m. 200,000
1-19-90 12 p.m. - 11 p.m. 110,000
2-01-90 7 a.m. - 6 p.m. 115,000
4-16-90 4 a.m. - 12 p.m. 200,000

* Estimate Based On 10,000 Gallons Per Hour (Reported By The City)

The data listed above reflects only those bypasses which occurred
from the influent structure at each plant (as reported by the
city), and does not include overflows from manholes in the
collection system which the City has indicated occur during
rainfall events, but apparently has been unaware that manhole
overflows must also be reported.

Another area of «concern is the excessive heavy metals
concentrations that are still being received at the Stewart Creek
Plant. Four major industries that have been documented as having
discharged harmful pollutants (including heavy metals) to the
City's sewer system, and have violated the City's Industrial Waste
Ordinance in the past are:

1. GNB Incorporated - lead recovery from used batteries.
2z P.C. Dynamics - microelectric circuits, plastics.

3 Hudson Industries - semi conductors, electroplating.
4. Circuit Fab Corp - printed circuit boards.

During a March 14 and 15, 1989 TWC annual compliance inspection at
th. Stewart Creek Plant, dewatered sludge samples were collected
from each of the four sludge drying beds and were analyzed for
heavy metals concentrations. Results indicated that samples from
three of the drying beds exceeded the maximum concentration of
contaminants for the characteristic of EP toxicity for Cadmium per
40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 261.24. Two additional
sampling routines were performed by the TWC District 4 Office on
June 26, 1989, and December 11, 1989. Once again the results
indicated elevated levels of heavy metals concentrations in the
dewatered sludge samples from the Stewart Creek Plant as follows:
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EP toxicity analysis results for individual grab samples of

dewatered sludge collected from the drying beds at the Stewart
Creek Plant

Drying Bed Number 1 - June 26, 1989 & December 11, 1989

June 26, 1989 December 11, 1989

*Cadmium (EP toxicity) (ug/l) 2145 5280

Drying Bed Number 2 - June 26, 1989 & December 11, 1989
June 26, 1989 December 11, 1989

*Cadmium (EP toxicity) (ug/l) 4455 3340

Drying Bed Number 4 - June 26, 1989

June 26, 1989
*Cadmium (EP toxicity) (ug/l) 1550

* Exceeded EP toxicity Limit of 1.0 mg/l (1,000 ug/l) for Cadmium
per 40 CFR 261.24

An enforcement conference was held with Frisco representatives and
members of the TWC staff on April 27, 1990. During the conference
the City indicated that a comprehensive smoke testing study had
been completed, and that a total of 275 sources of I/I were
identified in the City collection system. The City further
indicatea that an I/I repair crew could be formed and mobilized by
the first part of June, 1990, and that the City should have
significantly reduced the amount of I/I entering the system and
eliminated all bypassing by November, 1991. The City also
discussed the progress toward construction of a new 1.5 MGD
Stewart Creek West Plant which is expected to be on-line by
December 23, 1991.

Based on information from the District 4 Office inspection
reports, discussions during the enforcement conference, as well as
the correspondence from the City following the conference, the
staff proposes the following technical recommendations.

Technical Recommendations:

1. Effective immediately from the date of the signing of an
Order, the City shall pay stipulated penalties according to
the following schedule for occurrences of unauthorized
discharges or bypasses of partially treated and/or raw
sewage:

(a) from the date of the signing of an Order through April
30, 1991: $750 per day;

(b) from May 1, 1991 through October 31, 1991: $1,500 per
day; and

(c) from November 1, 1991 through the termination of an
Order; $2,500 per day.
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EP toxicity analysis results for individual grad samples of
dewatered sludge collected from the drying beds at the Stewart
Creek Plant

Drying Bed Number 1 - June 26, 1989 & December 11, 1989

June 26, 1989 December 11, 1989
*Cadmium (EP toxicity) (ug/l) 2145 5280

Drying Bed Number 2 - June 26, 1989 & December 11, 1989

June 26, 1989 December 11, 1989
*Cadmium (EP toxicity) (ug/l) 4400 3340

Drying Bed Number 4 - June 26, 1989

June 26, 1989
*Cadmium (EP toxicity) (ug/l) 1330

* Exceeded EP toxicity Limit of 1.0 mg/l (1,000 ug/l) for Cadmium
per 40 CFR 261.24

An enforcement conference was held with Frisco representatives and
members of the TWC staff on April 27, 1990. During the conference
the City indicated that a comprehensive smoke tescing study had
been completed, and that a total of 275 sources or .1/I were
identified in the City collection system. The City further
indicated that an I/I repair crew could be formed and mobilized by
the first part of June, 1990, and that the City should have
significantly reduced the amount of I/I entering the system and
eliminated all bypassing by November, 1991. The City also
discussed the progress toward construction of a new 1.5 MGD
Stewart Creek West Plant which is expected to be on-line by
December 23, 1991.

Based on information from the District 4 Office inspection
reports, discussions during the enforcement conference, as well as
the correspondence from the City following the conference, the
staff proposes the following technical recommendations.

Technical Recommendations:

35 Effective immediately from the date of the signing of an
Order, the City shall pay stipulated penalties according to
the following schedule for occurrences of unauthorized
discharges or bypasses of partially treated and/or raw
sewage:

(a) from the date of the signing of an Order through April
30, 1991: $750 per day;

(b) from May 1, 1991 through October 31, 1991: $1,500 per
day; and

from November 1, 1991 through the termination of an
Order; $2,500 per day.
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Thiec above "schedule applies to any single or multiple event
unauthorized discharge or bypass (during a 24-hour period)
from the City's wastewater collection system, Stewart Creek
Treatment Plant, and/or the Cottonwood Creek Treatment Plant.
The maximum amount of stipulated penalties for unauthorized
discharges or bypasses shall not exceed $5,000 for any cne
calendar month.

Effective the first full calendar month following the signing
of an Order, the City shall collect a 24-hour composite
sample of the Stewart Creek Plant effluent once per week for
three (3) consecutive months, and analyze for the following
heavy metals in accordance with the appropriate EPA method
listed next to each: Arsenic (EPA method 206.2), Cadmium (EPA
method 213.2), Chromium (EPA method 218.2), Copper (EPA
method 220.2), Lead (EPA method 239.2), Nickel (EPA method
249.2), and Zinc (EPA method 289.2). The City shall submit
reports of the results of those analyses within 60 days of
the end of the month during which the samples were taken. At
the conclusion of the 3 month sampling period, and after
receipt and review of the final heavy metals analyses report,
the TWC may (if necessary) contact the City to schedule a
meeting between the City, the TWC Permits Section, and the
TWC Wastewater Enforcement Section. The purpose of such
meeting will be to evaluate and discuss the results of the
heavy metals analyses reports, and to determine if Permit No.
10172-01 must be amended to include heavy metals monitoring
and/or additional limitations. Should the TWC determine that
a permit amendment is necessary, the City shall comply with
all requests and/or requirements of the TWC pursuant to
having the permit amended.

Effective immediately, all sludge generated at the Stewart
Creek Treatment Plant shall be analyzed for Arsenic, Cadmium,
Chromium, and Lead using the approved testing methods in
accordance with 31 TAC Section 335.62 and 40 CFR Part 261.
If the analysis shows the sludge to be nonhazardous, then the
sludge shall be disposed of in accordance with all applicable
rules of the Texas Department of Health and shall comply with
the requirements of Permit No. 10172-01. If the analysis
shows the sludge to be a hazardous waste, then the sludge
shall be disposed of as a Class I hazardous waste. The City
shall dispose of all Class I hazardous waste at a TWC
authorized hazardous waste disposal facility within 30 days
of receipt of the analyses. All disposal activities shall
comply with the applicable shipping and manifesting
requirements pursuant to 31 TAC Section 335.10. The City
shall notify the TWC District 4 Office within 5 days from the
time the City becomes aware of any test results that are
determined to be hazardous. The City shall submit proof of
proper disposal of all Class I hazardous wastes to the TWC
District 4 Office within 30 days of final disposal.
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The permittee shall submit a revised Closure Plan to the TWC
Hazardous and Solid Waste Enforcement Section which provides
for the closure of the sludge drying beds at the Stewart
Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant as hazardous waste
management units (surface impoundments) within sixty (60)
days of the receipt of the TWC's response to the "Addendum to
Closure Plan, Sludge Drying Beds, Stewart Creek Wastewater
Treatment Plant, Frisco, Texas" which formally requests the
submission of a Closure Plan to address closure of this unit
as a hazardous waste management unit. This revised Closure
Plan shall meet the requirements set forth in 31 TAC Section
335.8 and 40 CFR Part 265 Subparts G and X and shall contain
a schedule for implementation of closure activities not to
exceed 180 days from the date of receipt of approval and/or
modification of such plan from the Executive Director. The
permittee shall implement the revised Closure Plan in
accordance with the schedules set forth therein, as approved
and/or modified by the Executive Director, upon receipt of
its written approval.

The permittee shall aggressively enforce its industrial waste
ordinance to prevent/eliminate recurring permit
noncompliances. The permittee shall submit quarterly summary
reports which describe monitoring activities performed and
enforcement action taken for violations of the ordinance.
The first report shall be accompanied by a list of major
industries served and sources of waste discharged by each.
The reports are due 25 days following the end of each
calendar quarter.

By no later than December 23, 1991, the permittee shall have
completed construction of, and placed in service the proposed
Stewart Creek West Wastewater Treatment Plant and
pipeline/interceptor. The permittee shall have secured the
approval of the plans and specifications for the proposed
plant from the TWC Plans and Specifications Review Section,
and shall have received a permit (or other TWC approval)
prior to commencement of construction. The permittee shall
pay stipulated penalties in the amount of $50 for each day
following the permittee's failure to comply with the
construction deadline specified herein.

The permittee shall develop and implement a water
conservation/retrofit program designed to reduce rates of
wastewater inflow to the permittee's plant. Accordingly:

(a) the permittee shall submit to the Executive Director for
review, possible modification, and approval, a water
conservation/retrofit program within 180 days from the
date an Order is signed; and

the permittee shall implement such water
conservation/retrofit program within 90 days from the
date of the Executive Director's approval of the
program.
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The perm!ttee shall, upon the occasion of the second regular
billing of its sewage treatment plant customers, but in any
event not more than 60 days after the signing of an Order,
include with each bill, notification to the effect that the
Texas Water Commission has imposed an administrative penalty
on the permittee for alleged water pollution due to alleged
maintenance deficiencies of the City's sewage collection
system, that the permittee admits no liability but has agreed
to pay administrative penalties in the amount of $11,040, and
has agreed to abide by the Commission Order requiring
improved operation and maintenance of the City's sewage
collection system and wastewater treatment plants, and to
comply with the proposed "Stewart Creek West Plant"
construction schedule.

Whenever flow measurements at any of the City's sewage
treatment facilities reach 75 percent of the permitted
average flow for three consecutive months, the City shall
initiate engineering and financial planning for expansion
and/or upgrading of the wastewater treatment and/or
collection facilities. Whenever the average daily flow
reaches 90 percent of the permitted average daily flow for
three consecutive months, the City shall obtain necessary
authorization from the Texas Water Commission to commence
construction of the necessary additional treatment
facilities. 1In the case of a wastewater treatment facility
which reaches 75 percent of the permitted average flow for
three consecutive months, and the planned population to be
served or the quantity of waste produced is not expected to
exceed the design limitations of the treatment facility, the
permittee shall submit an engineering report supporting this
claim to the Executive Director. If in the judgment of the
Executive Director the population to be served or the
quantity of waste produced will not <cause permit
noncompliance, then the requirements of this section may be
waived. To be effective, any waiver must be in writing and
signed by the Director of the Water Quality Division, or his
or her designee, and such waiver of these requirements will
be reviewed upon expiration of the existing permit. However,
any such waiver shall not be interpreted as condoning or
excusing any violation of any permit parameter.

The City shall prepare monthly reports setting forth any
violations which are covered by stipulated penalty provisions
herein and calculating the stipulated penalties that the
City is required to pay for such violations. Monthly reports
shall be submitted no later than 30 days following each
monthly reporting period to the Enforcement Section of the
Commission's Water Quality Division. No report is required
if no violations of stipulated penalty provisions occurred
during the reporting period. The Enforcement Section shall
review the report for the purpose of verifying the violations
and penalty computations. If the Enforcement Section
disputes any report by tlie City concerning violations and/or
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penalty computations, it shall notify the City in writing of
Luis fact and the reasons for refusal to verify the report.
The City and the Executive Director shall attempt to resolve
any disputed issues on an informal basis. Should informal
consultations fail to resolve the dispute, either party is
entitled to a hearing before the Commission, after notice to
the other party and to the Public Interest Counsel.
Stipulated penalties shall be paid to "The General Revenue
Fund of the State of Texas," and payment shall be mailed to
the Chief Fiscal Officer, Texas Water Commission, "Re: City
of Frisco Enforcement Order," P.O. Box 13087, Capitol
Station, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, within 30 days from the
date on which the monthly repert is submitted.

This Order shall expire three years after the signature date
provided all the terms and conditions of this Order have been
completed to the satisfaction of the Executive Director.

Prepared by: Ricky Rasberry

Wastewater Enforcement Section
Water Quality Division

Investigated by: Forrest John

TWC District 4 Office
Field Operations Division

Date: July 19, 1990
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penalty computations, it shall notify the City in writing of
this fact and the reasons for refusal to verify the report.
The City and the Executive Director shall attempt to resolve
any disputed issues on an informal basis. Should informal
consultations fail to resolve the dispute, either party is
entitled to a hearing before the Commission, after notice to
the other party and to the Public Interes: Counsel.
Stipulated penalties shall be paid to "The General Revenue
" Fund of the State of Texas," and payment shall be mailed to
» the Chief Fiscal Officer, Texas Water Commission, "Re: City
of Frisco Enforcement Order," P.O. Box 13087, Capitol
Station, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, within 20 days from the
date on which the monthly report is submitted.

11. This Order shall expire three years after the signature date
provided all the terms and conditions of this Order have been
completed to the satisfaction of the Executive Director.

Prepared by: Ricky Rasberry
wastewater Enforcement Section
water Quality Division

, Investigated by: Forrest John
8 TWC District 4 Office
Field Operations Division

Date: July 19, 1990
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PENALTY COMPUTATION WORKSHEET

Permittee: City of Frisco

P. 0. Box 177
Frisco, Texas 75034

Permit Number: 10172-01 - Stewart Creek Treatment Plant

10172-02 - Cottonwood Creek Treatment Plant

Citation of Noncompliance:

Texas Water Code Chapter 26.121 and Permit Nos. 10172-01 & 02

Description of Noncompliance:

On April 16, 1990, the City of Frisco reported unauthorized
discharges of raw sewage (approximately 200,000 gallons at
each plant) from the influent structures at the Cottonwood
Creek and Stewart Creek Wastewater Treatment Plants. on
April 22, 1990, the City of Frisco reported an unauthorized
discharge of raw sewage (approximately 240,000 gallons) from
the influent structure at the Stewa:t Creek Wastewater
Treatment Plant.

Part I - Recommended Penalty Range Based on Violation

1.
2.

Level of Extent & Gravity of Violation: Major
Level of Impact or Hazard of Violation: Moderate
Recommended Penalty Range: $3,200 to $4,399

Justification:

The extent and gravity of the violations are major since the
discharges were not authorized by rule, permit or order of
the Texas Water Commission. The level of impact or hazard is
considered moderate since these bypasses had the potential
for measurable detrimental impact on the receiving stream as
a result of elevated levels of fecal coliform, suspended
solids, and biochemical oxygen demanding substances commonly
found in raw sewage. High levels of fecal coliform indicate
the possible presence of dangerous bacteria which may pose
a threat tc public health and the environment. Deposition of
solids impact benthic (bottom dwelling) organisms in the
receiving stream as well as other organisms in the food chain
that depend on benthic organisms for survival. Suspended
solids containing large amounts of organic matter may
increase the Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD.) load to the
stream. High levels of solids also reduce lidht penetration,
which in turn limits the rate of photosynthesis by algae and
aquatic plants. This subsequently reduces the rate of oxygen
production, which results in lower levels of dissolved oxygen
in the stream.

Part II - Pena.l, Range Adjustments

1.

History of Noncompliance (upward adjustment of 20%):

Justification:

Since 1985, the City has reported numerous (at least 39
documented occurrences from January, 1989 through April,
1990) bypasses of raw sewage from the influent structures at
both the Cottonwood Creek and Stewart Creek Wastewater
Treatment Plants.

Degree of Culpability (upward adjustment of 20%):

Justification:

The City has been aware (through district inspections and
deficiency letters) of the I/I into the City's collection
system during rainfall events, and also of the resulting raw
sewage bypasses. However, the City has failed to initiate
timely corrective action to reduce/eliminate the 1I/I;
therefore, the wviolations could have been reasonably
anticipated and avoided.

Good Faith Efforts to Comply/Remedy (downward adjustment of
15%):

™stification:

During the summer and fall of 1989, the City smoke-tested
approximately 99,800 linear feet of sewer lines in the City,
and identified a total of 275 sources of I/I. In June, 1990,
the City formed and mobilized an I/I repair crew assigned to
I/I rehabilitation projects. Additionally, the City has
taken action toward constructing a new 1.5 MGD plant which

will be capable of treating increased wastewater flows upon
completion.

Economic Benefit of Noncompliance (upward adjustment of 15%):

Justification:

The City has benefitted economically by delaying the costs
associated with I/I identification and rehabilitation, and
sewage treatment plant construction.

Enhanced Penalty Needed to Deter Future Violations (no
adjustment) :

Justification:

In view of the present efforts being made by the City to
reduce/eliminate I/I into the City's collection system (thus
reducing the potential for future raw sewage bypasses), and
the City's action toward constructing a new 1.5 MGD plant, no
enhanced penalty is necessary.
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Total Penalty Range Adjustment: +40%
Part III - Recommended Total Penalty Calculation (Part I + Part II):
$3,200 + (40% x $1,200) = $3,680
Total Penalty Amount Per Event: $3,680
Total Number of Penalty Events: 3
Total Penalty Amount: $11,040
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IN THE MATTER OF

THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S
PRELIMINARY ENFORCEMENT
REPORT CONCERNING THE

CITY OF FRISCO, PERMIT NOS.
10172~01 AND 10172-02

BEFORE THE
TEXAS WATER COMMISSION

On the day of _ _+ 1991, the Texas
Water Commission ("Commission") considered the "Notice of Executive
Director’s Preliminary Enforcement Report and Petition for an Order
Assessing Administrative Penalties and Requiring Certain Actions of
the City of Frisco." Having heard the evidence and argument of the
parties, the Commission hereby makes the following Findings of Fact
and Conclusions of Law:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The City of Frisco ("Frisco") is a municipality which owns two
wastewater treatment plants. The Stewart Creek Plant is
located approximately 2,500 feet south of Farm to Market 720,
and immediately west of the St. Louis - San Francisco Railroad
in Collin County, Texas. This treatment plant is authorized
to dispose of waste to Stewart Creek; thence to Lake
Lewisville in Stream Segment No. 0823 of the Trinity River
Basin.

The Cottonwood Creek Plant is located approximately 2,500 feet
north of Farm to Market Road 720, and immediately east of the
St. Louis - San Francisco Railroad in Collin County, Texas.
This treatment plant is authorized to dispose of waste to
Cottonwood Creek; thence to Lake Lewisville in Stream Segment
No. 0823 of the Trinity River Basin.

According to the April, 1988 Texas Surface Water OQuality
Standards, the designated uses of Stream Segment No. 0823 are
contact recreation, high quality aquatic habitat, and public
water supply.

2. On April 16, 1990, the City of Frisco reported unauthorized
discharges of raw sewage (approximately 200,000 gallons at
each plant) from the influent structures at the Cottonwood




The events as found in Finding of Fact No. 2, constitute
violations of §26.121 of the Code and Permit Nos. 10172-01 and
10172-02.

The events as found in Finding of Fact No. 3 demonstrate that
the City of Frisco has managed characteristically hazardous
waste, as defined in 40 Code of Faderal Regulations ("CFR")
Part 261 and, incorporated by reference in 31 TAC §335.1, in
at least three of the sludge drying beds at the facility.

The City of Frisco does not have a permit or other
authorization from the Commission to store hazardous wastes
on-site in tanks or containers for more than ninety (90) days
or to dispose hazardous waste in waste piles at the Stewart
Creek wastewater treatment plant.

Sections 26.136(a) and (b) of the Texas Water Code allow the
Commission to assess civil penalties of up to $10,000 per day
for violations of Chapter 26 of the Code or Commission
permits, rules or orders. In determining the amount of the
penalty, §26.136(c)(1)-(4) requires the Commission to consider
the level of extent and gravity of the violation, the level of
impact or hazard of the violation, the history of noncompli-
ance, degree of culpability, good faith efforts to comply or
remedy, economic benefit of noncompliance, future deterrence,
and any other matters that justice may require.

An administrative penalty in the amount of $11,040 is
justified by the violations found herein, considered in light
of the factors specified in Section 26.136(c) of the Code and
analyzed in the Executive Director’s Preliminary Enforcement
Report.

Section 26.019 of the Code authorizes the Commission to issue
orders and make determinations necessary to effectuate the
purposes of Chapter 26 of the Code and Permit Nos. 10172-01
and 10172-02.

Section 361.302 of the Texas Solid Waste Disposal Act, TEX.
HEALTH & SAFETY CODE ANN. Chapter 361 (Vernon Supp. 1990)
authorizes the Commission to issue enforcement orders

directing compliance with the Act and Commission rules.

Frisco should be ordered to undertake such actions as are
necessary to effectuate compliance with the provisions of
Chapter 26 of the Code, the Act, and Permit Nos. 10172-01 and
10172-02.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDERED BY THL COMMISSION that, based
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The events as found in Finding of Fact No. 2, constitute
violations of §26.121 of the Code and Permit Nos. 10172-01 and
10172-02.

The events as found in Finding of Fact No. 3 demonstrate that
the City of Frisco has managed characteristically hazardous
waste, as defined in 40 Code of Federal Regulations ("CFR")
Part 261 and, incorporated by reference in 31 TAC §335.1, in
at least three of the sludge drying beds at the facility.

The City of Frisco does not have a permit or other
authorization from the Commission to store hazardous wastes
on-site in tanks or containers for more than ninety (90) days
or to dispose hazardous waste in waste piles at the Stewart
Creek wastewater treatment plant.

Sections 26.136(a) and (b) of the Texas Water Code allow the
Commission to assess civil penalties of up to $10,000 per day
for violations of Chapter 26 of the Code or Commission
permits, rules or orders. In determining the amount of the
penalty, §26.136(c)(1)~-(4) requires the Commission to consider
the level of extent and gravity of the violation, the level of
impact or hazard of the violation, the history of noncomnli-
ance, degree of culpability, good faith efforts to comply or
remedy, economic benefit of noncompliance, future deterrence,
and any other matters that justice may require.

An administrative penalty in the amount of $11,040 is
justified by the violations found herein, considered in light
of the factors specified in Section 26.136(c) of the Code and
analyzed in the Executive Director’s Preliminary Enforcement
Report.

Section 26.019 of the Code authorizes the Commission to issue
orders and make determinations necessary to effectuate the
purposes of Chapter 26 of the Code and Permit Nos. 10172-01
and 10172-02.

Section 361.302 of the Texas Solid Waste Disposal Act, TEX.
HEALTH & SAFETY CODE ANN. Chapter 361 (Vernon Supp. 1990)
authorizes the Commission to issue enforcement orders
directing compliance with the Act and Commission rules.

Frisco should be ordered to undertake such actions as are
necessary to effectuate compliance with the provisions of
Chapter 26 of the Code, the Act, and Permit Nos. 10172-01 and
10172-02.

NOW THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDERED BY THE COMMISSION that, based
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NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDERED BY THE COMMISSION that, based
upon the above-noted Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law,
Frisco shall undertake certain actions as follows:

Frisco shall pay administrative penalties for past violatiors
in an amount of $11,040. Said penalties shall be paid to the
General Revenue Fund of the State of Texas, and shall be
mailed to the Chief Fiscal Officer, Texas Water Commission,
"Re: City of Frisco Enforcement Order," P. 0. Box 13087,
Capitol Station, Austin, Texas 78711-3087. This payment shall
be received on or before the thirtieth (30th) day following
the date on which this Order is signed. Payment of this
administrative penalty, as well as payment of any deferred or
stipulated penalty are for violations noted herein. Any
violation not specifically addressed in the Preliminary
Report, Petition or Order is subject to additional penalties.

Effective immediately from the date this Order is issued, the
City shall pay stipulated penalties according to the following
schedule for occurrences of unauthorized discharges or
bypasses of partially treated and/or raw sewage:

(a) from the date of the issuance of this Order through April
30, 1991: $750 per day;

(b) from May 1, 1991 through October 31, 1991: $1500 per
day; and

(c) from November 1, 1991 through the termination of this
Order; $2500 per day.

The above schedule applies to any single or multiple event
unauthorized discharge or bypass (during a 24-hour period)
from the City’s wastewater collection system, Stewart Creek
Treatment Plant, and/or the Cottonwood Creek Treatment Plant.
The maximum amount of stipulated penalties for unauthorized
discharges or bypasses shall not exceed $5,000 for any one
calendar month.

Effective the first full calendar month following the issuance
of an Order, the City shall collect a 24-hour composite
sample of the Stewart Creek Plant effluent once per week for
three (3) consecutive months, and analyze for the following
heavy metals in accordance with the appropriate EPA method
listed next to each: Arsenic (EPA method 206.2), Cadmium (EPA
method 213.2), Chromium (EPA method 218.2), Copper (EPA method
220.2), Lead (EPA method 239.2), Nickel (EPA method 249.2),
and Zinc (EPA method 289.2). The City shall submit reports of
the results of those analyses within 60 days of the end of the




month during which the samples were taken. At the conclusion
of the 3 month sampling period, and after receipt and review
of the final heavy metals analyses report, the TWC may (if
necessary) contact the City to schedule a meeting between the
City, the TWC Permits Section, and the TWC Wastewater
Enforcement Secticn. The purpose of such meeting will be to
evaluate and discuss the results of the heavy metals analyses
reports, and to determine if Permit No. 10172-01 must be
amended to include heavy metals monitoring and/or additional
limitations. Should the TWC determine that a permit amendment
is necessary, the City shall comply with all requests and/or
requirements of the TWC pursuant to having the permit amended.

Effective immediately, all sludge generated at the Stewart
Creek Treatment Plant shall be analyzed for Arsenic, Cadmium,
Chromium, and Lead using the approved testing methods in
accordance with 31 TAC Section 335.62 and 40 CFR Part 261. If
the analysis shows the sludge to be nonhazardous, then the
sludge shall be disposed of in accordance with all applicable
rules of the Texas Department of Health and shall comply with
the requirements of Permit No. 10172-01. If the analysis
shows the sludge to be a hazardous waste, then the sludge
shall be disposed of as a Class I hazardous waste. The City
shall dispose of all Class I hazardous waste at a TWC
authorized disposal facility within ninety (90) days of the
date of generation. All disposal activities shall comply with
the applicable shipping and manifesting requirements pursuant
to 31 TAC Section 335.10. The City shall notify the TWC
District 4 Office within 5 days from the time the City becomes
aware of any test results that are determined to be hazardous.

The City of Frisco shall not manage sludges evidencing the
characteristics of a hazardous waste on-site in waste piles
unless or until it has obtained a permit from the TWC
authorizing such activities. If hazardous sludges are
generated at the Stewart Creek wastewater treatment plant in
the future, they shall be managed in accordance with the
regulatory requirements set forth in 31 TAC Chapter 335
Subchapters A through C and shall be disposed of at a TWC
authorized facility within ninety (90) days of generation and
th- C'ty of Frisco shall submit proof of proper disposal of
all h.: cdous wastes generated in the future to the TWC
District 4 office within thirty (30) days of the date of final
disposition.

The permittee shall submit a revised Closure Plan to the TWC
Hazardous and Solid Waste Enforcement Section which provides
for the closure of the sludge drying beds at the Stewart Creek
Wastewater Treatment Plant as hazardous waste management units




(surface impoundments) within sixty (60) days of the receipt
of the TWC’s response to the "Addendum to Closure Plan, Sludge
Drying Beds, Stewart Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant, Frisco,
Texas" dated August 22, 1990 which formally requests the
submission of a Closure Plan to address closure of this unit
as a hazardous waste management unit. This revised Closure
Plan shall meet the requirements set forth in 31 TAC §335.8
and 40 CFR Part 265 Subparts G and K and shall contain a
schedule for implementation of closure activities not to
excaed 180 days from the date of receipt of approval and/or
modification of such plan from the Executive Director. The
permittee shall implement the revised Clcsure Plan in
accordance with the schedules set forth therein, as approved
and/or modified by the Executive Director, upon receipt of its
written approval.

The permittee shall aggressively enforce its industrial waste
ordinance to prevent/eliminate recurring permit non-
compliances. The permittee shall submit gquarterly summary
reports which describe monitoring activities performed and
enforcement action taken for violations of the ordinance. The
first report shall be accompanied by a 1list of major
industries served and sources of waste discharged by each.
The reports are due 25 days following the end of each calendar
quarter.

By no later than December 23, 1991, the permittee shall have
completed construction of, and placed in service the proposed
Stewart Creek West Wastewater Treatment Plant and
pipeline/interceptor. The permittee shall have secured the
approval of the plans and specifications for the proposed
plant from the TWC Plans and Specifications Review Section,
and shall have received a permit (or other TWC approval) prior
to commencement of construction. The permittee shall pay
stipulated penalties in the amount of $50 for each day
following the permittee’s failure to comply with the
construction deadline specified herein.

The permittee shall develop and implement a water
conservation/retrofit program designed to reduce rates of
wastewater inflow to the permittee’s plant. Accordingly:

(a) the permittee shall submit to the Executive Director for
review, possible modification, and approval, a water
conservation/retrofit program within one hundred-eighty

(180) days from the date this Order is issued; and




the permittee shall implement such water
conservation/retrofit program within ninety (90) days
from the date of the Executive Director’s approval of the
program.

The permittee shall, upon the occasion of the second regular
billing of its sewage treatment plant customers, but in any
event not more than 60 days after the issuance of this Order,
include with each bill, notification to the effect that the
Commission has imposed an administrative penalty on the
permittee for alleged water pollution due to alleged
maintenance deficiencies of the City’s sewage coallection
system, that the permittee admits nc liability but has agreed
to pay administrative penalties in the amount of $11,040, and
has agreed to abide by the Commission Order requiring
improved operation and maintenance of the City’s sewage
collection system and wastewater treatment plants, and to
comply with the proposed "Stewart Creek West Plant"
construction schedule.

Whenever flow measurements at any of the City’s sewage
treatment facilities reach 75 percent of the permitted
average flow for three consecutive months, the City shall
initiate engineering and financial planning for expansion

and/or upgrading of the wastewater treatment and/or
collection facilities. Whenever the average daily flow
reaches 90 percent of the permitted average daily flow for
three consecutive months, the City shall obtain necessary
authorization from the Commission to commence construction of
the necessary additional treatment facilities. 1In the case
of a wastewater treatment facility which reaches 75 percent
of the permitted average flow for three consecutive months,
and the planned population to be served or the quantity of
waste produced is not expected to exceed the design
limitations of the treatment facility, the permittee shall
submit an engineering report supporting this claim to the
Executive Director. If in the judgment of the Executive
Director the population to be served or the quantity of waste
produced will not cause permit noncompliance, then the
requirements of this section may be waived. To be effective,
any waiver must be in writing and signed by the Director of
the Water Quality Division, or his or her designee, and such
waiver of these requirements will be reviewed upon expiration
of the existing permit. However, any such waiver shall not be
interpreted as condoning or excusing any viclation of any
permit parameter.
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The City shall prepare monthly reports setting forth any
violations which are covered by stipulated penalty provisions
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herein and calculating the stipulated penalties that the City
is required to pay for such violations. Monthly reports
shall be submitted no later than 30 days following each
monthly reporting period to the Enforcement Section of the
Commission’s Water Quality Division. No report is required
if no violations of stipulated penalty provisions occurred
during the reporting period. The Enforcement Section shall
review the report for the purpose of verifying the violations
and penalty computat!-ns. If the Enforcement Section
disputes any report by the City concerning violations and/or
penalty computations, it shall notify the City in writing of
this fact and the reasons for refusal to verify the report.
The City and the Executive Director shall attempt to resolve
any disputed issues on an informal basis. Should informal
consultations fail to resolve the dispute, either party is
entitled to a hearing before the Commission, after notice to
the other party and to the Public Interest Counsel.
Stipulated penalties shall be paid to "The General Revenue
Fund of the State of Texas," and payment shall be mailed to
the Chief Fiscal Officer, Texas Water Commission, "Re: City
of Frisco Enforcement Order," P.0. Box 13087, Capitol
Station, Austin, Texas 78711-3087, within 30 days from the
date on which the monthly report is submitted.

Nothing in this Order shall preclude the Executive Director
from pursuing additional penalties, and nothing in this Order
shall preclude the Commission from issuing additional oOrders
assessing administrative penalties and requiring certain
actions of the City of Frisco pursuant to 31 TAC Chapter 335.

This Order shall expire three years from the date it is
issued, contingent upon compliance with all of the terms and
conditions of this Order to the satisfaction of the Executive
Director.

The Chief Clerk shall forward copies of this Order to all
parties.

ISSUED:
TEXAS WATER COMMISSION

B. J. Wynne III, Chairman
ATTEST:

Brenda Foster, Chief Clerk
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

T hereby certify that on this the day
of Deﬁemhﬁi , 1991, the foregoing and "Petition for Order
Assessing nistrative Penalties and Requiring Certain Actions of
the City of Frisco," "Executive Director’s Preliminary Report," and

proposed Order" were hand-delivered to the Chief Clerk of the Texas
Water Commission in the Stephen F. Austin Building, Austin, Texas.

I further certify that on this day true and correct copise of
the foregeing were mailed via Certified Mail, Return Receipt
Requested, to The Honorable Randy Elliott, City of Frisco, P.0O. Box
177, Frisco, Texas 75034.

I further certify that on this day copies of the foregoing
were delivered to Ms. Cynthia Hayes, Public Interest Counsel of the
Texas Water Commission, in the Stephen F. Austin Building, Austin,
Texas.

Attorney

Legal Division




I, the undersigned, have read and understand the attached
Enforcement Order. I understand that it is an Order which does not
constitute an admission by either party of the facts alleged in the
enforcement action giving rise to this oOrder, buy does not
constitute a waiver of the right to appeal. I am authorized to
agree to the attached Enforcement Order on behalf of the entity
indicated below my signature, and do hereby agree to the terms and

conditions set forth therein.

LY. Date:
Allen Beinke
Executive Director
Texas Water Commission
Date:

Authorized Representative
City of Frisco
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Permit No. TX0027715
(Ref. TWC Permit No. 10172-01)

AUTHORIZATION TO DISCHARGE UNDER THE
NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM

3 In compliance with the provisions of the Clean Water Act, as
amended by the Water Quality Act of 1987 (Public Law No. 100-4,
et. seq.), hereinafter called the "Act¥,

city of Frisco
P.O. Box 177
Frisco, Texas 75034

is authorized to discharge from a facility located 2500 feet
south of FM 720 and west of the St. Louis - San Francisco R.R. in
Collin County, Texas,

to receiving waters named Stewart Creek; thence to Lewisville
Lake in Segment No. 0823 of the Trinity River Basin,

the discharge is located on that water at the following
coordinates:

Latitude: 33° 08' 33" N
Longitude: 96° 50' 06" W

in accordance with effluent limitations, monitoring requirements
and other conditions set forth in Parts I, II, and III hereof.

This permit shall become effective on November 6, 1990

This permit and the authorization to discharge shall expire
at midnight, November 5, 1995

Signed this 28th day of September 1990

A{(jp7¢94"“2 )

‘Myron 0. Knudson,/ P.E.
Director

Water Management Division (6W)
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SECTION A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

Einal Effluent Limits

During the period beginning on the effective date of this permit
and lasting through date of expiration, the permittee is
authorized to discharge from outfall serial number 001.

Such discharges shall be limited and monitored by the permittee
as specified below: .

30-day Avg. 30-day Avg. 7-day Avg. Daily Max.
y)

Flow N/A * * N/A
Biochemical

Oxygen Demand (5-day) 45(100) 20 mg/1 30 mg/1 N/A
Total Suspended Solids 45(100) 20 mg/1l 30 mg/l N/A
Ammonia-Nitrogen 23(50) 10 mg/1 15 mg/1 N/A
Di -molved Oxygen(Minimum) N/A 4 mg/l N/A N/A
Lead, Total 1.3(2.9) 574 ug/1l N/A 1214 ug/l

The effluent shall contain a total residual chlorine (TRC) of at
least 1.0 mg/l, prior to final dechlorination and disposal, after
a detention time of at least 20 minutes (based on peak flow).

The TRC in the chlorinated effluent shall be monitored daily by
grab sample.

After dechlorination and prior to final disposal, the effluent
shall contain NO MEASURABLE total residual chlorine (TRC) at any
time. NO MEASURABLE will be defined as less than 0.1 mg/l of
chlorine. The maximum TRC in the dechlorinated effluent shall be
monitored daily by grab sample.

Effluent Characteristics Monitoring Reguirements

Measurenent Sample

Frequency Type
Flow' Continuous Totalizing Meter
Biochemical

Oxygen Demand (5-day) One/week 6~hr Composite

Total Suspended Solids One/week 6~-hr Composite
Ammonia-Nitrogen One/week 6~hr. Composite
Dissolved Oxygen One/week Grab
Lead, Total One/week 6-hr. Composite




~

-
.

Permit No. TX0027715 Page 3 of Part I

Effluent Characteristics

Measurement Sample
Freguency _ Tvpe
Toxicity Testing®
Raphnia pulex One/Quarter 24-Hr. Composite
Pimephales promelas One/Quarter 24-Hr. Composite

1. Flow must be monitored and reported.

2. The limitation for maximum TRC in the dechlorinated effluent
shall be effective following completion of dechlorination
facilities, but no later than March 1, 1992. See Part I.B.

3 See Part II, Section B, Acute Biomonitoring Requirements:
Freshwater

The pH shall not be less than 6.0 standard units nor greater than
9.0 standard units and shall be monitored by grab samples
collected .t the frequency shown above for Total Suspended
Solids.

There shall be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in
other than trace amounts.

Samples taken in compliance with the monitoring requirements
specified above shall be taken at the discharge from the final
treatment unit except the sample requiring a minimum chlorine
residual which shall be collected prior to dechlorination.

SECTION B. COMPLIANCE SCHEDULE(S)
1. DECHLORINATION COMPLIANCE SCHEDULE
A. The permittee shall achieve compliance with the TRC
limitations specified for effluent after dechlorination

and prior to disposal in accordance with the following
schedule for the construction of dechlorination

facilities.
ACTIVITY DATE OF COMPLETION
Completion of plans and

specifications 07/31/91
Begin Construction 10/31/91
Complete Construction 01/31/92

Attain Compliance 03/01/92




1.

than

quantity and

III, D.4.

a. Reporting periods shall end on the last day of the month.

Permit No. TX0027715 Page 4 of Part I

The permittee shall continue ongoing construction
of dechlorination facilities designed to achieve
sustained compliance with TRC lingtations specified
for effluent after dechlorination and prior to
disposal no later than March 1, 1992.

The permittee shall submit a progress report
outlining the status of all facility improvements
during the months of January, April, July, and
October until compliance is achieved.

Within 14 days of completion of the dechlorination
facilities the permittee shall notify the EPA and
the State Agency in writing that construction has
been completed.

The permittee shall achieve sustained compliance
with TRC limitations specified for effluent after
dechlorination and prior to di.sposal.

B. Where the percent project completion reported is less

would be required to assure completion of

construction by the required date, the report of progress
shall also include an explanation for this delay and
proposed remedial actions.

C. No later than 14 calendar days following a date for a
specific action (as opposed to a report of progress)
identified in the above schedule of compliance, the
permittee shall submit a written notice of compliance or
noncompliance.

SECTION C. MONITORING AND REPORTING

1. The permittee shall effectively monitor the operation and
efficiency of all treatment and control facilities and the

quality of the treated discharge.

2. Monitoring information required shall be submitted on
Discharge Monitoring Report Form EPA 3320-1 as required in Part
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b. The first Discharge Monitoring Report(s) shall represent
facility operations from the effective date of the permit
through the last day of the month.

c. Thereafter, the permittee is required to make regular
monthly reports as described above and shall submit those
reports no later than the 25th day of the month following
each reporting period.

3. If any 7-day average or daily maximua value exceeds the
effluent limitations specified in Part I.A., the permittee shall
report the excursion in accordance with the requirements of Part
III, D.

4. Any 30-day average, 7-day average or daily maximum value
reported in the required Discharge Monitoring Report which is in
excess of the effluent limitation specified in Part I, A. shall
constitute evidence of violation of such effluent limitation and
of this permit.

5. Other measurements of oxygen demand (e.g., TOC and COD) may be
substituted for five-day Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD5) or for
five-day Carbonaceous Biochemical Oxygen Demand (CBOD5), as
applicable, where the permittee can demonstrate long~-term
correlatinn of the method with BOD5 or CBOD5 values, as
applicable. Details of the correlation procedures used must be
submitted and prior approval granted by the permitting authority
for this procedure to be acceptable. Data reported must also
include evidence to show that the proper correlation continues to
exist after approval.
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b. The first Discharge Monitoring Report(s) shall represent
facility operations from the effective date of the permit
through the last day of the month.

c. Thereafter, the permittee is required to make regular
monthly reports as described above and shall submit those
reports no later than the 25th day of the month following
each reporting period.

3. If any 7-day average or daily maximum value exceeds the
effluent limitations specified in Part I.A., the permittee shall
report the excursion in accordance with the requirements of Part
III, D.

4. Any 30-day average, 7-day average or daily maximum value
reported in the required Discharge Monitoring Report which is in
excess of the effluent limitation specified in Part I, A. shall
constitute evidence of violation of such effluent limitation and
of this permit.

5. Other measurements of oxygen demand (e.g., TOC and COD) may be
substituted for five-day Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BODS) or for
five-day Carbonaceous Biochemical Oxygen Demand (CBOD5), ¢~
applicable, where the permittee can demonstrate long~-term
correlation of the method with BOD5 or CBOD5 values, as
applicable. Details of the correlation procedures used must be
submitted and prior approval granted by the permitting authority
for this procedure to be acceptable. Data reported must also
include evidence to show that the proper correlation continues to
exist after approval.
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SECTION A. OTHER REQUIREMENTS

1. CONTRIBUTING INDUSTRIES AND PRETREATMENT REQUIREMENTS

a. The following pollutants may not be introduced into the
treatment facility:

1. Pollutants which create a fire or explosion hazard in
the publicly owned treatment works (POTW):;

2. Pollutants which will cause corrosive structural damage
to the POTW, but in no case discharges with pH lower
than 5.0, unless the works are specifically designed to
accommodate such discharges;

3. Solid or viscous pollutants in amounts which will
cause obstruction to the flow in the POTW, resulting in
Interference;

4. Any pollutant, including oxygen demanding poi.uatants
(BOD, etc.), released in a discharge at a flow rate
and/or pollutant concentration which will cause
Interference with the POTW;

5. Heat in amounts which will inhibit biological activity
in the POTW resulting in Interference, but in no case heat
in such quantities that the temperature at the POTW
treatment plant exceeds 40 degrees Centigrade (104 degrees
Fahrenheit) unless the Approval Authority, upon request of
the POTW, approves the alternate temperature limit.

b. The permittee shall comply with the pretreatment
requirements in 40 CFR 403, as specified in the following
schedule of compliance. The final approvable package is due
12 months from the effective date of the permit.

ACTIVITY
NUMBER ACTIVITY 3 —DATE

1, Submit to the Environmental Protection Agency 2 months
results of an industrial user survey which from the
consists of a qualitative analysis of pollutants effective
being contributed by all industr‘al sources in date of
its entire municipal system (including all permit
treatment plants). The industrial users should
be asked to provide information on the type and
approximate quantity of pollutants discharged
into the system. This information may be
derived from knowledge of the facility's
process, and should not require any sampling at

the source. (Unless the Permitting Authority
notifies the permittee otherwise within 30 days
after receipt of this survey, the permittee will
be required to continue the program past
Activity No. 1. If notified that a pretreatment
program is not necessary, the permittee will
submit to the Environmental Protection Agency an
update of its industrial user survey,
documenting changes in industrial flow and/or
characteristics and new contributing industries
when next reapplying for this NPDES permit.)

Submit to the Environmental Protection Agency
the results of an influent pollutant scan of a
24-hour composite sample to determine all
pollutants being contributed to the system. The
type of scan to be performed is the basic
priority pollutant scan of the 126 "priority
pollutants" plus any other additional pollutants
designated in your State Water Quality
Standards. All sampling, analyses and method
detection limits must be done in accordance with
40 CFR Part 136. This scan will also serve as
the initial scan necessary for developing
technically based local limits (Activity 5 as
follows)

(a) From the qualitative information supplied
by the industrial users in Activity 1 and
the quantitative information collected in
the pollutant scan, the permittee shall
determine which industrial users may be
discharging pollutants which may affect the
operation of the POTW(s) or pass through
untreated.

Sampling and analysis to quantify the
pollutants discharged by the
industrial users identified in the
investigation of (a) above, shall be
completed.

Submit to the Environmental Protection Agency a
design of a sampling, inspection and reporting
program which will implement the requirements of
40 CFR 403.8 and 403.12, and in particular those
requirements referenced in 40 CFR
403.8(f) (1) (iv-v), 403.8(f)(2) (iv-vi) and
403.12(g-j and 1-0).

Permit No. TX0027715 Page 2 of Part II

4 months
from the
effective
date of
permit

5 months
from the
effective
date of
permit
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Submit to the Environmental Protection Agency an
evaluation of the financial programs, revenue
sources, equipment and staffing, which will be
employed to implement the pretreatment progranm
(as required by 40 CFR Parts 403.8(f) (3) and
403.9(b) (3)).

Submit to the Environmental Protection Agency an
approvable technically based local limits
submission package as required by 40 CFR
403.8(f) (4). Technically based local limits
should be developed in accordance with Region 6
Guidance for the Development of Technically
Based Local Limits.

40 CFR 403.87/f) (1) requires POTWs to apply and
enforce the requirements of sections 307(b) and
(c), and 402(b) (8) of the Act and any
regulations implementing those sections. Submit
to the Environmental Protection Agency:

(a) a statement from the city solicitor, a city
official acting in a comparable capacity,
or the city's independent counsel, that the
POTW has the authority to carry out the
program;

(b) a copy of any statute, ordinance,
regulation, contract, agreement, or other
authority that will be relied on by the
POTW to administer the program;

(c) a statement reflecting the endorsement of
or approval by the local boards or bodies
responsible for supervising and/or funding
the program; and

(d) any additional documents required in multi-
jurisdictional situations for administra-
tion of the program.

Submit to the Environmental Protection Agency an
approvable pretreatment program (and removal
credit approval, if desired and appropriate) as
required by 40 CFR 403.9. The approvable
pretreatment program shall include a compilation
of all previously submitted pretreatment program
activities as finally amended and supplemented
(i.e. Activities 1-€).

Upon notification by Environmental Protection
Agency of approvability of the submitted
program, the permittee is required to submit an

Page 3 of Part II

6 months
from the
effective
date of
permit

9 months
from the
effective
date of
permit

10 months
from the
effective
date of
permit

12 months
from the
effective
date of
permit
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official request for program approval, including
three (3) copies of the program deemed to be
approvable.

If the permittee does not comply with any of the increments
of the progress in the above schedule, the permittee

shall submit to Environmental Protection Agency within

14 days of the activity due date a report, including,

as a minimum, the date on which the required activity

will be submitted, the reason for the delay, and the

steps taken to return to the established schedule.

Upon approval by the Water Management Division Director of a
local pretreatment program, this permit will be
modified, or, alternatively, revoked and reissued to
incorporate that pretreatment program.

The permittee may develop and submit an approvable
pretreatment program at any time before the deadline
established in Activity 7.

The permittee may apply for authority to revise categorical
pretreatment standards to reflect POTW removal of
pollutants in accordance with the requirements of 40

CFR 403.7 at any time.

The permittee shall require any indirect discharger to the
treatment works to comply with the reporting

requirements of Sections 204(b), 307, and 308 of the

Act, including any requirements established under 40

CFR Part 403.

The permittee shall provide adequate notice of the
following:

1. Any new introduction of pollutants into the treatment
works from an indirect discharger which would be
subject to Sections 301 and 306 of the Act if it were
directly discharging those pollutants; and

2. Any substantial change in the volume or character of
pollutants being introduced into the treatment works.

Adequate notice shall include information on (i) the
quality and quantity of effluent to be introduced into
the treatment works, and (ii) any anticipated impact of
such change in the quality or quantity of effluent to
be discharged from the publicly owned treatment works.
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official request for program approval, including
three (3) copies of the program deemed to be
approvable.

If the permittee does not comply with any of the increments
of the progress in the above schedule, the permittee

shall submit to Environmental Protection Agency within

14 days of the activity due date a report, including,

as a minimum, the date on which the required activity

will be submitted, the reason for the delay, and the

steps taken to return to the established schedule.

Upon approval by the Water Management Division Director of a
local pretreatment program, this permit will be

modified, or, alternatively, revoked and reissued to
incorporate that pretreatment program.

The permittee may develop and submit an approvable
pretreatment program at any time before the deadline
established in Activity 7.

The permittee may apply for authority to revise categorical
pretreatment standards to reflect POTW removal of
pollutants in accordance with the requirements of i

CFR 403.7 at any time.

The permittee shall require any indirect discharger to the
treatment works to comply with the reporting

requirements of Sections 204(b), 307, and 308 of the

Act, including any requirements established under 40

CFR Part 403.

The permittee shall provide adequate notice of the
following:

1. Any new introduction of pollutants into the treatment
works from an indirect discharger which would be
subject to Sections 301 and 306 of the Act if it were
directly discharging those pollutants; and

2. Any substantial change in the volume or character of
pollutants being introduced into the treatment works.

Adequate notice shall include information on (i) the
quality and quantity of effluent to be introduced into
the treatment works, and (ii) any anticipated impact of
such change in the quality or quantity of effluent to
be discharged from the publicly owned treatment works.
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The permittee shall prepare an annual report on the results
of all sludge toxicity testing during the previous twelve
months. This annual report shall be submitted to the
permitting agency during the month of October, as an
attachment to the Discharge Monitoring Report.

e. Sewage Sludge Management Practices

1. Disposal of sewage sludge shall not cause a discharge
to waters of the United States or cause non-point source
pollution of waters of the United States.

2. Disposal of sewage sludge shall not cause any
underground drinking water source to exceed the
limitations in 40 CFR 257, Appendix I.

3. Disposal of sewage sludge shall not cause or contribute
to the taking of any endangered or threatened species of
plant, fish or wildlife.

4. Disposal of sewage sludge shall not result in the
destruction or adverse modification of the critical
habitat of endangered or threatened species.

5. Disposal of sewage sludge in a floodplain shall not
restrict the flow of the base flood, reduce the temporary
storage capacity of the floodplain, or result in a
washout of solid waste, so as to pose a hazard to human
life, wildlife or land and water uses.

f. The permittee shall give 120 days prior notice to the

Director of any change planned in the sewage sludge disposal
practice.

3. MIXING ZONE DEFINITION.

There is no mixing zone established for this discharge to an
intermittent stream. Acute toxic criteria apply at the point of
discharge.

SECTION B. ACUTE BIOMONITORING REQUIREMENTS: FRESHWATER

1. The provisions of this section apply to Outfall(s) 001.

2. The permittee shall test the effluent for toxicity in
accordance with the provisions in this section. Such testing will

determine if an appropriately dilute effluent sample affects the
survival of the appropriate test organism.
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The permittee shall prepare an annual report on the rasults
of all sludge toxicity testing during the previous twelvc
months. This annual report shall be submitted to the
permitting agency during the month of October, as an
attachment to the Discharge Monitoring Report.

e. Sewage Sludge Management Practices

1. Disposal of sewage sludge shall not cause a discharge
to waters of the United States or cause non-point source
pollution of waters of the United States.

2. Disposal of sewage sludge shall not cause any
underground drinking water source to exceed the
limitations in 40 CFR 257, Appendix I.

3. Disposal of sewage sludge shall not cause or contribute
to the taking of any endangered or threatened species of
plant, fish or wildlife.

4. Disposal of sewage sludge shall not result in the
destruction or adverse modification of the critical
habitat of endangered or threatened species.

5. Disposal of sewage sludge in a floodplain shall not
restrict the flow of the base flood, reduce the temporary
storage capacity of the floodplain, or result in a
washout of solid waste, so as to pose a hazard to human
life, wildlife or land and water uses.

f. The permittee shall give 120 days prior notice to the
Director of any change planned in the sewage sludge disposal
practice.

3. MIXING ZONE DEFINITION.

There is no mixing zone established for this discharge to an
intermittent stream. Acute toxic criteria apply at the point of
discharge.

SECTION B. ACUTE BIOMONITORING REQUIREMENTS: FRESIHWATER

1. The provisions of this section apply to Outfall(s) 001.

2. The permittee shall test the effluent for toxicity in
accordance with the provisions in this section. Such testing will

determine if an appropriately dilute effluent sample affects the
survival of the appropriate test organism.
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5. Flow-weighted 24-hour composite samples representativa of the
dry weather flows during normal operation will be collected from
Outfall(s) 001. The 24-hour composite sample consists of a
minimum of twelve (12) effluent portions collected at egual time
intervals and combined proportional to flow or a sample
continuously collected proportional to flow over a 24-hour
operating day.

The maximum holding time for any effluent sample shall not exceed
72 hours. The toxicity tests shall be initiated within 36 hours
of the collection of the first 24-hour composite sample. The
permittee shall collect a second 24-hour composite sample for use
during the 24-hour renewal of the test solutions. Samples shall
be chilled to 4 degrees centigrade when collected, shipped,
and/or stored.

6. The toxicity tests specified above shall be conducted once per
quarter.

7. Special Conditions

a. If any toxicity test at the 100% effluent concentration
demonstrates toxicity, the permittee shall resample and
again conduct the toxicity test(s) for the species that
showed toxicity within fifteen (15) days. There shall be a
total of three (3) consecutive toxicity tests during a
forty-five (45) day period. If one or more of the retests
show toxicity at the 100% effluent concentration, the
permittee may suspend additional retesting for this
reporting period if written notification is sent to EPA
Region 6 and all test results are submitted within fifteen
(15) days.

b. If the testing frequency in item 6, above, is monthly, the
permittee may substitute the retest for the next monthly
routine toxicity test if the time of the retest coincides
with the next monthly toxicity test. Concurrently with the
retest, the permittee must also conduct the next month's
required toxicity test for the species that did not
demonstrate significant toxicity at the 100% effluent
concentration.

€. Within thirty (30) days after submitting the test results
which demonstrate toxicity in one or more of the retests,
the permittee shall submit to EPA Region 6 an approvable
proposal for conducting a Toxicity Reduction Evaluation
(TRE) . The TRE Proposal shall specify the approach and
methodology to be used in performing the TRE. The proposal
shall specify the date which the permittee will initiate the
TRE.
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d. If any retest in item 7.a indicates toxicity at the 100%
effluent concentration, the permittee shall continue
biomonitoring once per month for the toxicity test(s)
showing toxicity using the same procedures as specified in
items 2-5 above until the expiration date of this permit
unless otherwise authorized by the permitting authority.

e. The provisions of items 7.a and 7.c are suspended upon
submittal of the TRE Proposal.

8. If the toxicity tests for an organism do not indicate toxicity
at the 100% effluent concentration during the first year, the
permittee shall certify this information in writing to EPA Region
6, ;nd the biomonitoring requirements for that organism shall
expire.

9. The permittee shall prepare a full report of the results
according to the Report Preparation Section of "Methods for
Measuring the Acute Toxicity of Effluents to Freshwater and
Marine Organisms". This full report must be submitted with the
first DMR containing these biomonitoring results, but need not be
submitted with subsequent DMRs, unless requested. However, the
report shall be retained following the provisions of Part III.C.3

f this permit. The permittee shall submit the toxicity testing
information contained in Table 1 of this permit to EPA Region 6
along with the DMR submitted for the end of the reporting period
following the toxicity test.

10. This permit may be reopened to require effluent limits,
additional testing, and/or other appropriate actions to address
toxicity. Accelerated or intensified toxicity testing may be
required in accordance with Section 308 of the Clean Water Act.




TABLE 1

Permittee: City of Frisco
NPDES Permit: TX0027715
Outfall(s): 001

DAPHNIA PULEX SURVIVAL
Date Composites Collected:

(SHEET 1 OF 2)

Noc. 1: FROM TO
No. 2: FROM TO
Test initiated: am/pm date
Dilution water used: Receiving Reconstituted
water water
Percent Effluent (%)
Time of
Reading REP 0 6% 13% 25% 50% 100%
A
24 hr., |===== ccececo-- e - -
B
A
48 hro eonee
B

1. Dunnett's Procedure or Steel's Many-One Rank Test as

appropriate - Low Flow Toxicity

Is the mean survival at 48 hours significantly less (p=0.05)
than the control survival at the low flow or critical

dilution(100%)? YES NO

If you report NO, enter a 0 on the DMR Form, Parameter No.

TEM3D. Otherwise, enter a 1.

2. Enter percent effluent corresponding to the LC50 below:

LC50 (Raphnia) = $ effluent

95% confidence limits:

Method of LCS50 calculation:

I, ™" T ™




Permittee:
NPDES Permit:
outfall(s):

TABLE 1 (SHEET 2 OF 2)

city of Frisco

pate Composites No. 1:
Collected:

Test initiated:

pilution water used:

Time of
Reading

No. 2:

3. Dunnett's Procedure or Steel's Many-One Rank Test as

TX0027715
001

(

FATHEAD MINNOW SURVIVAL
Pimephales promelas

)

appropriate - Low Flow Toxicity

Is the mean survival at 48 hours sign
than the control survival at the low
(100%)?

If you report NO,
TEM6C.

"

Method of LCS50 calculation:

YES

NO

Otherwise, enter a 1.

FROM TO
FROM TO
am/pm date
Receiving Reconstituted
water water
Percent Effluent (%)
6% 13% 25% 50% 100%

$ effluent

ificantly less (p=0.05)
flow or critical dilution

enter a 0 on the DMR Form, Parameter No.

Enter percent effluent corresponding to the LC50 below:

Lc50 (Pimephales) =
95% confidence limits:




PART 111
STANDARD CONDITIONS FOR NPDES PERMITS

SECTION A. GENERAL COMDITIONS

1. Intredction
In accordance with the provisions of 40 CFR Part 122.41,
et. seq., this permit incorporates by reference ALL
conditions and requirements applicable to NPDES Permits
set forth in the Clean Water Act, as amended, (herein-
ofter known as the "Act") as well as ALL opplicable
regulations.

2. Duty to Comsply
The permittee must comply with all conditions of this
permit. Any permit noncomplisnce constitutes a viola-
tion of the Act and is grounds for enforcement action;
for permit termination, revocation and reissuence, or
modification; or for denial of & permit renewal appli-
cation.

3. Toxic Pollutants

8. Notwithstanding Part 111.A.5, if sny toxic effluent
standard or prohibition (including any schedule of
complisnce specified in such effluent stendard or
prohibition) is promulgated under Section 307(a) of
the Act for a toxic pollutant which is present in
the discharge and that standard or prohibition is
more stringent than any limitation on the pol lutant
in this permit, this permit shall be modified or
revoked and reissued to conform to the toxic
effluent standerd or prohibition.

b, /he permittee shall comply with effluent standards
or prohibitions established under Section 307(a) of
the Act for toxic pollutents within the time
provided in the regulations that established those
stendards or prohibitions, even if the permit has
not  yet been wmodified to incorporate the
requirement.

4. Duty to Respply

If the permittee wishes to continue an activity
regulated by this permit after the expiration date of
this permit, the permittee must spply for and obtain a
new permit. The application shall be submitted at least
180 days before the expiration date of this permit. The
Director may grant permission to submit en spplication
less than 180 days in advance but no later than the
permit expiration date. Continuation of expiring
permits shall be governed by regulations promulgated at
40 CFR Part 122.6 and any subsequent amendments.

5. Permit Flexibility
This permit may be modified, revoked snd reissued, or
terminated for cause in accordance with 40 CFR 122.62-
64, The filing of a request for a permit modification,
revocstion end reissuance, or termination, or a notifi-
cation of pianned changes or anticipated noncompl iance,
does not stay any permit condition.

6. Property Rights

This permit does not convey any property rights of any
sort, or any exclusive privilege.

7. Duty to Provide Informstion
The permittee shall furnish to the Director, within a
reasonable time, any information which the Director moy

9.

10.

1.
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request to determine whether cause exists for
modifying, revoking and reissuing, or terminating this
permit, or to determine compliance with this permit,
The permittee shall also furnish to the Director, upon
request, copies of records required to be kept by this
permit,

Criminal and Civil Lisbility

Except as provided in permit conditions on *Bypassing"
and "Upsets”, nothing in this permit shall be construed
ta relieve the permittee from civil or criminal
penalties for noncompliance. Any false or materially
misleading representstion or concealment of information
recuired to be reported by the provisions of the
permit, the Act, or spplicable regulations, which
avoids or effectively defeats the regulatory purpose
of the Permit mey subject the Permittee to criminal
enforcement pursusnt to 18 U.S.C. Section 1001,

0fl and Nazerdous Substance Lisbility

Nothing in this permit shall be construed to preclude
the institution of any legal action or relieve the
permittee from any responsibilities, liabilities, or
penalties to which the permittee is or may be subject
under Section 311 of the Act.

State Lans

Nothing in this permit shall be construed to preclude
the institution of any legal action or relieve the
permittee from any responsibilities, lisbilities, or
penalties established pursuant to any applicable State
lew or regulation under suthority preserved by Section
510 of the Act.

Severability

The provisions of this permit are severable, and if
any provision of this permit or the application of sny
provision of this permit to sny circumstance is held
invalid, the application of such provision to other
circumstances, and the remainder of this permit, shall
not be affected thereby.

PROPER OPERATION AMD WAINTEMANCE

Need to Ralt or Reduce not a Defense

It shall not be a defense for a permittee in an
enforcement action that it would have been necessary
to halt or reduce the permitted activity in order to
maintain complisnce with the conditions of this permit.
The permittee is responsible for maintaining adequate
safeguards to prevent the discharge of untreated or
inadequately trested wastes during electrical power
failure either by means of alternate power sources,

stancby generators or retention of inadequately treated
effluent.

Duty to Nitigate

The permittee shall take all reasonsble steps to
minimize or prevent any discharge in violation of this
permit which has & reasonsble likelihood of adversely
affecting human health or the environment.

rev. 10/1/8%9




PART 111
STANDARD CONDITIONS FOR NPDES PERMITS

SECTION A. GENERAL CONDITIONS

1.

4.

7.

Intredction

In accordance with the provisions of 40 CFR Part 122.41,
et. seq., this permit incorporates by reference ALL
conditions and requirements applicable to NPDES Permits
set forth in the Cleen Water Act, as amended, (herein-
after known as the "Act") as well as ALL applicable
regulations.

Duty to Comply

The permittee sust comply with all conditions of this
permit. Any permit noncomplisnce constitutes a viola-
tion of the Act and is grounds for enforcement action;
for permit termination, revocation and reissuance, or
modification; or for denial of » permit renewal sppli-
cation,

Toxic Pollutants

8. Notwithstanding Part 111.A.5, if any toxic effluent
stendard or prohibition (including any schedule of
compliance specified in such effluent standard or
prohibition) is promulgated under Section 307(a) of
the Act for a toxic pollutant which is present in
the discharge and that stendard or prohibition is
more stringent than any limitation on the pollutent
in this permit, this permit shall be modified or
revoked and reissued to conform to the toxic
effluent standard or prohibition.
The permittee shall comply with effluent standards
or prohibitions esteblished under Section 307(a) of

the Act for toxic pollutants within the time
provided in the regulations that established those
stendards or prohibitfons, even if the permit has

not  yet been
requirement.

Duty to Respply

If the permittee wishes to continue an activity
regulated by this permit after the expiration date of
this permit, the permittee must spply for sand obtain a
new permit. The application shall be submitted at lesst
180 days before the expiration date of this permit. The
Director may grant permission to submit en spplication
less than 180 deys in advance but no later than the
permit expiration date. Continuation of expiring
permits shall be governed by regulations promulgated at
40 CFR Part 122.6 and sny subsequent smendments.

Perwit Flexibility

This permit mey be modified, revoked and reissued, or
terainated for cause in accordance with 40 CFR 122.62-
64. The filing of @ request for a permit modification,
revocation and refssusnce, or termination, or & notifi-
cation of planned changes or anticipated noncompliance,
does not stay any permit condition.

Property Rights
This permit does not convey any property rights of any
sort, or any exclusive privilege.

modified to incorporate the

Duty to Provide Information
The permittee shall furnish to the Director, within a
reasonsble time, any information which the Director may

1.
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request to determine whether csuse exists for
wodifying, revoking and refssuing, or terminating this
permit, or to determine compliance with this permit.
The permittee shall also fu.nish to the Director, upon
request, copies of records required to be kept by this
permit.

Criminal ard Civil Liability

Except as provided in permit conditions on *Bypassing"
and "Upsets”, nothing in this permit shall be construed
to relieve the permittee from civil or criminal
penalties for noncompliance. Any false or materially
misleading representstion or concealment of information
required to be reported by the provisions of the
permit, the Act, or spplicable regulations, which
avoids or effectively defeats the regulatory purpose
of the Permit may subject the Permittee to criminal
enforcement pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 1001,

Oil and Nazardous Substance Liability

Nothing in this permit shall be construed to preclude
the institution of any legal action or relieve the
permittee from any responsibilities, liabilities, or
penalties to which the permittee s or may be subject
under Section 311 of the Act.

State Lows

Nothing in this permit shall be construed to preclude
the institution of any legal action or relieve the
permittee from any responsibilities, liabilities, or
penalties established pursusnt to any applicable State
low or regulation under suth . reserved by Section
510 of the Act.

Severability

The provisions of this permit are severable, and if
any provision of this permit or the spplication of sny
provision of this permit to any circumstance is held
invalid, the aspplication of such provision to other
circumstances, and the remainder of this permit, shall
not be affected thereby.

PROPER OPERATION AND WAINTEMANCE

Need to Malt or Reduce not a Defense

It shall not be a defense for a permittee in an
enforcement action that it would have been necessary
to halt or reduce the permitted activity in order to
maintain complisnce with the conditions of this permit.
The prrmittee i responsible for maintaining adequate
safeguards to prevent tha discharge of untreated or
inadequately trested wastes during electrical power
failure either by means of alternate power sources,
standby gen=rators or retention of inadequately treated
effluent.

Duty to Nitigate

The permittee shall take all reasonable steps to
minimize or prevent any discharge in violation of this
permit which has a reasonsble likelihood of adversely
affecting human health or the environment.
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information, including all calibration snd maintenance
records and al! original strip chart recerdings for
continuous monitoring instrumentation, copies of all
reports required by this permit, and records of all data
Used to complete the application for this permit, for a
period of at least 3 years from the date of the sample,
Measurement, report, or application. This period may be
extended by request of the Director st any time.

Record Contents
Records of monitoring information shall include:
8. The date, exact place, and time of sampling or

asesurements;
b. The individua!(s) who performed the sampling or
®eesurements;
€. The dete(s) and time(s) analyses were performed;
d. The Individual(s) who performed the snalyses;
e. The snalytical techniques or methods used; and
f. The results of such analyses.

Wonitoring Procedures
8. Monitoring must be

to insure accuracy of ®easurements and shall main-
tain appropriate records of such activities.

An adequate analytical quality control program,
including the snalyses of sufficient standards,
spikes, and duplicate samples to insure the sccuracy
of all required snalytical results shall be
maintained by the permittee or designated commercial
laboratory.

Flow

Appropriste flow Measurement devices and methods
consistent with sccepted scientific practices shall be
selected and used to ensure the accuracy and reliability
of measurements of the volume of monitored discharges.
The devices shall be installed, calibrated, and
maintained to {insure that the accuracy of the
Weasurements is consistent with the accepted capability
of that type of -device. Devices selected shall be
capable of measuring flows with 8 maximum deviation of
less than 10X from true discharge rates throughout the
range of expected discharge volumes.

SECTION D. REPORTING REQUIRENENTS
1. Planned Changes

8. Industrial Permits

The permittee shall give notice to the Director s

S0on as possible of any planned physical alterations

or sdditions to the permitted facility. Notice is

required only when:

(1) The alterstion or sddition to & permitted
facility may meet one of the criteria for
determining whether o facility is o new source
in 40 CFR Part 122.29¢b); or, .

(2) The alteration or addition could significantly
change the nature or increase the Quantity of
pollutants discharged. This notification
applies to pollutents which are subject nefther
to effluent Limitations in the permit, nor to

2. Amticipated

-~
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notification requirements listed at Part
111.0.10.a.

Municipal Permits

Anty change in the facility discharge (including the
introduction of any new source or significant
discharge or significant changes in the quantity or
quality of existing discharges of pollutants) must
be reported to the permitting authority. In no case
are eny new comnections, incressed flows, or
significent changes in influent quality permitted
that will cause violation of the effiuvent

limitations specified herein.

fance

The peraittee shall give advance notice to the Director
of any planned changes in the permiiled facility or
activity which may result in noncompl iance with permit
roquirements

Trarsfers

This permit is not transfersble to any person except
after notice to the Director. The Director may require
modification or revocation and reissuance of the permit
to change the name of the permittee and incorporate such
other requirements as may be necessary under the Act.

Discharge Monitoring Reports and Other Reports

Monitoring results must be reported on Discharge
Monitoring Report (DMR) Form EPA No. 3320-1 in
accordance with the "General Instructions" provided on
the form. The permittee shall submit the original DMR
signed and certified as required by Part 111.D.11 and
all other reports required by Part 111.D. to the EPA at
the address below. Duplicate copies of DMR's and ail
other reports shall be submitted to the appropriate
State agency(ies) at the following address(es):

EPA:

Water Management Division
Enforcwaent Branch (6W-E)
U.S. Envirormental Protection

Dalles, TX 75202-2733

New Mexico:

Program Manager

Surface Water Section

Surface Water Quality Buresu
Envirormental Improvement Division
New Mexico Nealth and

Environment Department
1190 Saint Francis Drive
Santa Fe, WM 87503

Okishoma (Industrial Permits):
Director

Oklshoms Water Resources Board
P.0. Box 53585

Oklahoms City, OK 73152-3585

Louisiana:

Assistant Secretary for water

Water Pollution Control Division

Louiniana Department of
Environmental Quality

P.0. Box 44091

Baton Rouge, LA 708044091
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information, including all calibration snd meintenance
records and al' original strip chart recordings for
continuous monitoring instrumentation, copies of all
feports required by this permit, and records of ali data
Used to complets the application for this permit, for o
period of at least 3 years from the date of the sample,
Measurement, report, or application. This period may be
extended by request of the Director at any time,

tecord Contents
Records of monitoring informetion shall include:
8. The date, exact place, and time of sampling or

Wessuresents;
b. The individual(s) who performed the sampling or
®easurements;
€. The date(s) and time(s) analyses were performed;
d. The Individual(s) who performed the analyses;
e. The snalytical techniques or methods used; and
f. The results of such snalyses.

Monitoring Procedures

8. Monitoring must be conducted according to test
procedures approved under 40 CFR Part 136, unless
other test procedures have been specified in this
permit or approved by the Regional Administrator.
The permittee sghall calibrate and perform
meintenance procedures on all monitoring and
enalytical instruments at intervals frequent
to insure accuracy of ®easurements and shall main-
tain appropriate records of such activities.
An adequate analytical qQuality control program,

results shall
meintained by the permittee or designated commercial
laboratory.

Flow Messurements

Appropriste flow Weasurement devices and methods
consistent with sccepted scientific practices shall be
selected and used to ensure the sccuracy and relisbility
of measurements of the volume of monitored discharges.
The devices shall be installed, calibrated, and
maintained to insure that the accuracy of the
Measurements s consistent with the accepted capability
of that type of -device. Devices selected shall be
capable of measuring flows with a maximum deviation of
less than 10X from true discharge rates throughout the
range of expected discharge volumes.

1. Planmned Changes
8. Industrial Permits

The permittee shall give notice to the Director as

S0on as possible of any planned physical alterations

or sdditions to the permitted facility. Notice {s

required only when:

(1) The alterstion or addition to a permitted
facility mey meet one of the criteria for
determining whether a focility is & new source
in 40 CFR Part 122.29(b); or,

The alteration or addition could significantly
change the nature or increase the quentity of
pollutents discharged. This notification
applies to pollutants which are subject nefther
to effluent limitations in the permit, nor to
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notification requirements listed at Part
111.0.10.a.
b. Municipal Permits
Any change in the ‘acility discharge (inzluding the
introduction of any new source or significent
discharge or significant changes in the quentity or
quality of existing discharges of pollutants) must
be reportad to the permitting authority. In no case
are any new comections, incressed flows, or
significant changes in influent Quality permitted
that will cause violation of the effluent
limitations specified herein.

2. Anticipated Noncompl fance

The peraittee shall give advance notice to the Director
of any planned changes in the permitted facility or
activity which mey result in noncompl iance with permit
requi rements

Transfers

This permit is not transfersble to any person except
after notice to the Director. The Director may require
modification or revocation and reissuance of the permit
to change the name of the permittee and incorporste such
other requirements as ey be necessary under the Act.

Discharge Monitoring Reports and Other Reports

Monitoring results must be reported on Discharge
Monitoring Report (DMR) Form EPA No. 3320-1 in
accordance with the "General Instructions® provided on
the form. The permittee shall submit the original DMR
signed and certified as required by Part 111.D0.11 and
all other reports required by Part 111.7 “Ne EPA at
the address below. Duplicate copies of DMR's and all
other reports shall be sutmitted to the appropriate
State agency(ies) at the following sddress(es):

EPA:

Water Mansgement Division

Enforcement Branch (6M-E)

U.S. Envirormental Protection
Agency, Region 6

1445 Ross Avenue

Dallas, TX 75202-2733

New Mexico:
Program Manager
Surface Water Section
Surface Water Quality Bureau
Envirormental Improvement Division
New Mexico Nealth and
Environment Department
1190 Saint Francis Drive
Santa Fe, WM 87503

Oklahome (Industrial Permits):
Director

Oklahome Water Resources Board
P.0. Box 33585

Oklshoms City, OX 73152-3585

Louisiana:
Assistant Secretary for Water
Water Pollution Control Division
Louisiana Lepartment of
Envirormental Quality
P.0. Box 44091
Saton Rouge, LA 708044091 rev. 10/1/89




SECTION E.

1) The suthorizstion fs made in writing by a
person described above;

(2) The oauthorization specifies either an
individual or a position having responsibility
for the overall operation of the regulated
facility or activity, such as the position of
plant menager, operator of a well or a well
field, ouperintendent, or position of
equivalent responsibility, or an indivicual or
position having overall responsibility for
envirormental matters for the company. A duly
suthorized representative mey thus be either
® named individual or sn individusl occupying
& named position; and,

(3) The written suthorization is submitted to the
Director.

Certification. Any person signing s document under

this section shall meke the following certification:

“] certify under penalty of law that this document
and all attachments were prepared under my direction
or supervision in sccordance with a system designed
to assure that qualified personnel properly gather
and evaluate the information submitted. Based on my
fnquiry of the person or persons who manage the
system, or those persons directly responsible for
gathering the information, the information submitted
is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true,
sccurate, and complete. [ am aware that there are
significant penalties for submitting false

informetion, including the possibility of fine and

imprisorment for knowing violations.®

12. Availability of

Reports
Except for applications, effluent data, permits, and
other date specified in 40 CFR 122.7, any information
submitted pursuent to this permit may be claimed as
confidential by the submitter. If no claim is made at
the time of submission, information mey be made
available to the public without further notice.

PEMALTIES FOR VIOLATIONS OF PERMIT COMDITIONS

Criminal

a. HNegligent Violations
The Act provides that any person who negligently
violates permit conditions implementing Section 301,
302, 306, 307, 308, 318, or 405 of the Act fis
subject to a fine of not less than $2,500 nor more
than $25,000 per day of violation, or by
imprisorment for not more than 1 year, or both.
Knowing Violations
The Act provides that any person who knowingly
violates permit conditions {mplementing Sections
301, 302, 306, 307, 308, 318, or 405 of the Act is
subject to a fine of not less than ‘5.000 nor more
then 850,000 per day of violation, or by
imprisorment for not more than 3 years, or both.
Knowing Endangerment
The Act provides that any person who knowingly
violates permit conditions implementing Sections
301, 302, 303, 306, 307, 308, 318, or 405 of the Act
and who knows at that time that he is placing
another person in isminent danger of death or
serfous bodily injury is subject to a fine of not
more than $250,000, or by imprisorment for not more
then 15 years, or both.
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d. False Statements

The Act provides that any person who knowing!y makes
eny folse meterisl statement, representation, or
certification in any application, record, report,
plan, or other document filed or required tu be
maintained under the Act or who knowingly falsifies,
teapers with, or renders inaccurate, any monitoring
device or method required to be meintained under the
Act, shall upon conviction, be punished by a fine of
not more than $10,000, or by isprisorment for not
more then 2 years, or by both. If a conviction of
a person is for a violation committed after a first
conviction of such person under thiz paragraph,
punishment shall be by a fine of not more than
$20,00C per day of violation, or by imprisorment of
not more then 4 years, or by both, (See Section
309.c.4 of the Clean Water Act)

Civil Pemalties

The Act provides that any person who violates a permit
condition implementing Sections 301, 302, 306, 307, 308,
318, or 405 of the Act is subject to a civil penalty not
to exceed $25,000 per day for esch violation.

Administrative Perelties
The Act provides that any person who violates a permit
condition implementing Sections 301, 302, 306, 307, 308,
318, or 405 of the Act is subject to an administrative
penalty, as follows:
a. Class | Penalty
Not to exceed $10,000 per violation nor shall the
maximum amount exceed $25,000.
b. Class 11 Penalty
Not to exceed $10,000 per day for each day during
which the violation continues nor shall the maximum
amount exceed $125,000.

DEFINITIONS

All definitions contained in Section 502 of the Act shall
spply to this permit end are incorporated herein by

reference.

Unless otherwise specified in this permit,

sdditional definitions of words or phrases used in this
permit are as follows:

1.
2.
3.

®Act® means the Clean Mater Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et.
00q.), as amended.
"Administrator® mesans the Administrator of the U.S.
Envirormental Protection Agency.
“Applicable effluent standards and limitations" means
all state and Federal effluent standards and limitations
to which @ discharge fis subject under the Act,
including, but not limited to, effluent limitations,
stendards or performence, toxic effluent standards and
prohibitions, and pretreatment standards.
“Applicable water quality standards™ means sll water
qual ity standards to which a discharge is subject under
the Act.
“Sypass” means the intentional diversion of waste
streams from any portion of a treatment facility.
“Daily Discharge™ means the discharge of a pollutant
mesrurea curing a calendar day or any 24-hour period
that reasonably represents the calendar day for purposes
of sespling. For pollutants with Limitations expressed
in terms of mass, the “daily discharge" is calculated as
the total mess of the pollutant discharged over the
senpling day. For poilutents with limitations expressed
rev. 10/1/89




7.

10,
n.
12.

13.

1%.

15.

16,

in other units of measurement, the "daily discharge” is
calculated as the average measurement of the pollutant
over the sampling day. "Daily discharge” determination
of corcentration made using » composite sample shall be
the concentration of the composite sample. When grad
samples sre used, the "daily discharge” veterminaticn of
concentration shall be srithmetic average (weighted by
flow value) of all sasples collected during that
sampl ing dey.

*Daily Average"” (also known as monthly average)
discharge Llimitations means the Hhigheat allowsble
average of “daily discharge(s)” over a calendar month,
calculated as the sum of all "daily discharge(s)*
measured during @ calendar month divided by the mumber
of "daily discharge(s)® messured during that month.
When the permit establishes daily average concentration
effluent limitations or conditions, the dafly sverage
concentration mesns the arithmetic sversge (weighted by
flow) of all “dsily discharge(s)* of concentration
determined during the calendar month where C = daily
concentration, F = daily flow and n = number of daily
sanples; daily average discharge =

CFy * Cafy ¢ oo % Gofy
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“Daily Maximm®* discharge Limitation means the highest
allowable “daily discharge® during the calendar month.
"Director® mesans the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency Regional Administrator or an asuthorized
represantative.

“Em . Jmental Protection Agency® means the U.S.
Envirormental Protection Agency.

“Grab sample” mears en individual sample collected in
less than 15 minutes.

"Industrial user® means a nondomestic discherger, as
identified in 40 CFR 403, introducing pollutants to a
publicly owned treatment works.

“National Pollutent Discharge Elimination System” means
the national program for issuing, modifying, revoking
and reissuing, terminating, monitoring and enforcing
permits, ond fimposing and enforcing pretreatment
requirements, under Sections 307, 318, 402, end 405 of
the Act.

"Severe property demage” means substantial physical
damege to property, damage to the treatment facilities
which causes them to become inoperable, or substantial
ond permanent loss of netural resources which can
reasonably be expected to occur in the absence of a
bypass. Severe property demege does not mean economic
loss caused by delays in production.

“Sewsge sludge” means the solids, residues, and
precipitates separated from or created in sewage by the
unit processes of a publicly owned treatment works.
Sewage as used in this definition means any wastes,
including westes from humans, households, commercial
establishmenrts, industries, and storm water runoff, that
ere discharged to or otherwise enter a publicly owned
treatment works.

“Treatment works™ means any devices and systems used in
the storage, treatment, recycling end reclesation of
mnicipal sewsge and industrial wastes of a8 liguid
nature to implement Section 201 of the Act, or necessary
to recycle or reuse water at the most economical cost
wer the estime*~d Llife of the works, including
intercepting sew 3, sewage collection systems, pumping,
power and other aquipment, and their appurtenances,

17.

1n,
1.
20.
21.
22.
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remoclel ing, additions, end

extension, {mprovement,
alterations thereof.

t™ means an exceptional incident in which there is
unintentional end temporary noncomplisnce with
technology-besed permit effluent Limitations because of
factors beyond the ressonable control of the permittee.

An upset does not include noncompliance to the extent

caused by operational crror, Isproperly designed

treatment facilities, inedequate treatment facilities,
lack of preventive maintenance, or careless or improper
operation,

For fecal coliform becteris, & sasple consists of one

effluent greb portion coliected during a 24-hour period

ot peek loads.

The torm "NGD* ghall meen million gallons per day.

The terw "ag/L" shall mean milligrams per l{ie or parts

per milifon (ppm).

The term "gg/L* shall meen microgress per Liter or parts

per billion (ppb).

Wunicipal Terms:

8. "7T-day asversge™, other than for fecal coliform
becteria, is the arithmetic mean of the deily values
for all effluent samples collected during a calendar
week, calculated as the sum of all deily discharges
measured during a calender week divided by the
mmber of daily discharges measured during that
week. The 7-day average for fecal coliform becteria
is the geometric mean of the values for all effluent
samples collected during a calendsr week.

b. *30-day average", other than for fecal coliform
bacteria, is the arithmetic mean of the daily values
for all effluent samples collected during a calendar
sonth, calculated as the sum of all daily discharges
measured during a calendar month divided by the
rnunber of daily discharges measured during that
month. The 30-day aversge for fecal coliform
bacteria is the geometric mean of the values for all
effluent samples collected during a calendar month.

€. "24-hour .omposite sample” consists of a minimm of
12 effluent portions collected at equal time
intervals over the 24-hour period and combined
proportional to flow or a sample collected at
frequent intervals proportional to flow over the
24-hour period.

d. "12-hour composite sample” consists of 12 effluent
portions collected no closer together than one hour
and composited according to flow. The daily
saspling intervals shall include the highest flow
periods.

e. “6-hour composite sample” consists of six effluent
portions collected no closer together than one hour
(uith the first portion collected no earlier than
10:00 a.m.) and composited according to flow.

f. "3-hour composite sample” consists of three effluent
portions collected no closer together than one hour
(with the first portion collected no earlier than
10:00 a.m.) and composited according to flow,

rev. 10/1/89
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Permit No. TX0027715
Application No. TX0027715

AUTHORIZATION TO DISCHARGE UNDER THE
NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM

In compliance with the provisions of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act, as amended, (33 U. S. C. 1251 et.seq; the "Act"),

City of Frisco, Texas
(Stewart Creek Plant)

is authorized to discharge from a facility located approximately 2,500
feet south of the intersection of FM 2934 and adjacent to the west

side of the St. Louis and San Francisco Railroad southeast of the City
of Frisco, Collin County, Texas to receiving waters named Stewart Creek

in accordance with effluent limitations, monitoring requirements and
other conditions set forth hereinafter.
This permit shall become effective on January 30, 1977

This permit and the authorization to discharge shall expire at
midnight, May 31, 1979.

Signed this 29th day of October 1976

T ' 4 o\“}gl\
. White

= n
Regional Administrator




General Conditions

1. Discharge Limitations

a. A1l discharges authorized herein shall be consistent with
the terms and conditions of this permit.

b. The discharge of any pollutant more frequently than, or at
a level in excess of, that identified and authorized by this permit,
shall constitute a violation of the terms and conditions of this
permit. Such a violation may result in the imposition of civil and/or
criminal penalties as provided for in Section 309 of the Act.

c. Facility modifications, additions, and/or expansions that
increase the plant capacity must be reported to the permitting author-
ity and this permit then modified or re-issued to reflect such changes.

d. Any change in the facility dischargo. including any new sig-
nificant discharge or significant changes in the quantity or quality
of existing discharges to the treatment system that will result in
new or increased discharges of pollutants must be reported to the
permitting authority. Modifications to the permit may then be made
to reflect any necessary changes in permit conditions, including any
necessary effluent limitations for any pollutants not identified and
limited herein. 1In no case are any new connections, increased flows,

or significant changes in influent quality permitted that will cause

violation of the effluent 1imitations specified herein. -

2. After notice and opportunity for a hearing, this permit may be
modified, suspended, or revoked in whole or in part during its term
for cause including, but not 1imited to, the following:

a. Violation of any terms or conditions of this permit;

b. Obtaining this permit by misrepresentation or failure to dis-
close fully all relevant facts; or

¢. A change in any condition that requires either a temporary
suspension or permanent elimination of the permitted discharge.

3. This permit shall be revised or modified in accordance with the
following circumstances:

a. Modification of Water Quality Standards which affect the
conditions of this permit.

b. If a toxic effluent standard or prohibition (including any
schedule of compliance specified 1n such effluent standard or prohi-
bition) s established under Section 307(a) of the Act for a toxic
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the terms and conditions of this permit.
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a. Violation of any terms or conditions of this permit;

b. Obtaining this permit by misrepresentation or failure to dis-
close fully all relevant facts; or

c. A change in any condition that requires either a temporary
suspension or permanent elimination of the permitted discharge.

3. This permit shall be revised or modified n accordance with tlie
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schedule of compliance specified in such effluent standard or prohi-
bition) 1s established under Section 307(a) of the Act for a toxic
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pollutant which is present in the discharge authorized herein and
such standard or prohibition is more stringent than any limitation
upon such pollutant in this permit.

4. The permittee shall allow the head of the State water pollution
control agency, the Regionai Administrator, and/or their authorized
representatives, upon the presentation of credentials:

a. To enter upon the permittee's premises or other premises
under the control of the permittee, where an effluent source is
located or in which any records are required to be kept under the
terms and conditions of this permit;

b. To have access to and copy at reasonable times any records
required to be kept under the terms and conditions of this permit,
or the Act;

c. To inspect at reasonable times any monitoring equipment or
monitoring method required in this permit;

d. To sample at reasonable times any discharge of pollutants; or

e. To perform at reasonable times an operation and maintenance
fnspection of the permitted facility.

5. The issuance of this permit does not convey any property rights
in either real or personal property, or any exclusive privileges,
nor does it authorize any injury to private property or any invasion
of personal rights, nor any infringement of Federal, State or local
laws or regulations; nor does it obviate the necessity of obtaining
State or local assent required by law for the permitted discharge.

6. This permit does not authorize or approve the construction of
any onshore or offshore physical structures or facilities or the
undertaking of any work in any navigable waters.

7. This permit does not authorize or approve any agriculture, silva-
culture, or aquaculture project in connection with wastewater reuse.

8. The Regional Administrator shall from time to time review the
terms and conditions of this permit and if in his opinion changes

are justified, modification to the permit may then be made in accord-
ance with the appropriate regulation procedure to reflect any neces-
sary changes in permit terms or conditions.
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9. Solids Disposal

Collected screenings, slurries, sludges, and other solids shall
be disposed of in such a manner as to prevent entry of those wastes
(or runoff from the wastes) into navigable waters or their tribu-

taries.

10. Electric Power Failure

The permittee is responsible for maintaining adequate safeguards
to prevent the discharge of untreated or inadequately treated wastes
during electrical power failures either by means of alternate power
sources, standby generators or retention of inadequately treated
effluent. Should the treatment works not include the above capabilities
at time of permit issuance, the permittee must furnish within 120 days
to the permitting authority, for approval, plans for such faciTities
and an implementation schedule for their installation.

11. Prohibition of Bypass of Treatment Facilities

The diversion or bypass of any discharge from facilities utilized
by the permittee to maintain compliance with the terms and conditions
of this permit is prohibited, except (1) where unavoidable to prevent
loss of life or severe property damage, or (11) where excessive storm
drainage or runoff would damage any facilities necessary for compliance
with the terms and conditions of this permit. The permittee shall
within 72 hours notify the permit issuing authority in writing of each
such diversion or bypass.

12. Change in Control or Ownership of Facility

In the event of any change in control or ownership of facilities
from which the authorized discharges emanate, the permittee shall
notify the succeeding owner or controller of the existence of this
permit by letter, a copy of which shall be forwarded to the State
water pollution control agency and the Regional Administrator.

13. Severability of Conditions

The conditions of this permit are severable, and if any provision

" of this permit, or the application of any provision of this permit to

any circumstance, is held invalid, the application of such provision
to other circumstances, and the remainder of this permit, shall not
be affected thereby.
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Special Conditions

1. Effluent Limitations

a. Interim Effluent Limitations

During the period beginning upon the date of issuance and
lasting through June 30, 1977, the permittee is authorized to discharge
subject to the following effluent limitations:

The arithmetic average of the daily flows of effluent discharged
from the wastewater treatment facility for any month shall not exceed

0.3 milTion gallons per day (mgd). Nor shall the maximum discharge on
any given day exceed 0.6 mgd.
Effluent Concentrations Effluent Loading
Unit of 30-day 7-day 30-day
Measurement Average Average Average
(B0D;)
Biochemical Oxygen 34 kg/day
Demand (5-day).... mg/1 30 45 75 1bs/day
Suspended Solids. . mg/1 60 90 (TSS)
Fecal Coliform 6 6 68 kg/day
Bacteria.ceeconson Number/100m1 4x10 4x10 150 1bs/day

b. Final Effluent Limitations

During the period beginning July 1, 1977 and lastin through the
date of expiration, the permittee is authorized to disc rge subject to
the following effluent Timitations:

The arithmetic average of the daily flows of effluent discharged
from the wastewater treatment facility for any month shall not exceed

0.1 million gallons per day (mgd). Nor shall the maximum discharge on j
any given day exceed 0.25 mgd. |
|

Effluent Concentrations Effluent Loading
Unit of  30-day 7-day 30-day
Measurement Average Average Average
(BODS)
Biochemical Oxygen 7.6 kg/day
Demand (5-day).... mg/1 20 30 16.7 1bs/day
Suspended Solids. . mg/1 20 30 (TSS)
Fecal Coliform 7.6 kg/day
Bacteria.......... Number/100m] 200 400 16.7 1bs/day
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¢c. The pH of the effluent shall not be less than 6.0 nor greater
than 9.0 at any time. The pH limitation is not subject to averaging.

d. The permittee shall not discharge floating solids nor shall
the discharge of the effluent result in the existence of visable foam
beyond the immediate vicinity of the outfail(s).

2. Monitoring, Recording and Reporting

a. Monitoring - The permittee shall effectively monitor the
operation and e?ﬂciency of all treatment and control facilities and
the quantity and quality of the treated discharge.

(1) Samples for effluent analysis shall be collected immedi-
ately following the last treatment unit.

(2) Monitoring shall be in accordance with the following

schedule:
Parameter Units Frequency Sample Type
Flow MGD two/week Instantaneous
BOD5 mg/1 one/month Grab
Total Suspended
Solids mg/1 one/month Grab l
pH Standard Units one/month Grab

Fecal Coliform N/100m1 one/month Grab




(3) If any 30-day or 7-day average value exceeds the effluent
limitations specified in Special Condition No. 1 above, the permittee
:ha1l report the excursion to the Regional Administrator within five (5)

ays.

(4) Any 30-day or 7-day average reported in the required
monitoring report, which is in excess of the effluent limitation
specified in Special Condition Ne. 1, shall constitute evidence of
violation of such effluent limitation and of this permit.

(5) The Regional Administrator may at his discretion reguire
additional sampling, reporting or monitoring including but not limited
to the taking of at least one twenty-four hour composite sample and/or
increased frequency of sampling.

b. Recording - The permittee shall make and maintain records of
a;} information resulting from the monitoring activities required by
this permit.

(1) Monitoring information required by this permit shall be
;gzmar;éeg monthly and recorded on Discharge Monitoring Report Form
3320-1.

(2) The permittee shall record for each measurement or
sample taken pursuant to the requirements of this permit the following
information: (a) the date, exact place and time of sampling; (b) the
dates analyses were performed; (c) who performed the analyses; (d) the
analytical techniques or methods used; (e) the results of all required
analyses; and (f) the instantaneous flow at grab sample collections.

(3) If the permittee monitors any parameters more frequently
than is reaquired by this permit, he shall include the results of such
monitoring in the calculation and reporting of the values required
in the Discharge Monitoring Report form (EPA Form 3320-1 (10-72)).

Such increased frequency shall be indicated on the Discharge Monitoring
Report form.

(4) The permittee shall retain for a minimum of three years
all records of monitoring activities and results including all records
of calibration and maintenance of instrumentation and original record-
ing charts from continuous monitoring instrumentation. This period of
retention shall be extended during the course of any unresolved litiga-
tion regarding the discharge of pollutants by the permittee or when
reauested by the State water pollution control agency or the Regional
Administrator.



€. Reporting - lonitering information required shall be submitted
on Discharge Fonizering Report Form EPA 3220-1. Each quarterly sub-

mittal (sce next paragraph) shall include separate forms for each month
of the reperting period.

(1) Duplicete original Discharge Monitoring Report forns,
for each month of the reporting period, properly coempieted and signed
(2s per paragraph ¢ below), must be submitted quarterly to:

(a) Texas Water Quality Board
P. 0. Box 13246, Cap. Sta.
Austin, Texas 78711 |

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

(b) PERMITS BRANCH (6AEP) REGION VI
FIRST INTL BLDG 1201 ELM ST
DALLAS TEXAS 75270

(c) Each submitted Discharge Menitoring Report shall
be signec by a duly authorized uzcent of ths

City of Frisco, Texas (Stewart Creek Plant)

(d) Rzportina periods shall end on the last day of the
months lfearch, June, Scptember and December.

(e) The first Discharge Monitoring Report(s) shall
represent facility operations from the effective date of the permit
through the last day of March, June, September or December, whichever
is closer.

(f) Thereafter, the pernittee is réguired to make
regular quarterly reports 2s described abtove end shall submit those
reports to Regional /dministrator and the State Water Quality Control

Agercy, no later than the 28th day of the month following each reporting
period.

(2) The minimum and maximum values called for on EPA Form
3320-1 shzil be the lowest and highest daily values determined during
the month.

(3) Other measurements of oxygen demand (e.g., TOC and COD)
may be substituted for five-day Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BODg) where
the permittea can demonstrate lona-term correlation of the method with
BODs values. Details of corrclation nrozedures employed must be sub-
mitted and pricr approval granted by the permitting authority for this
procedure te be accentabie. Data reported must zlso include evidence
to show that the preper correlaticn continues to exist after approval,



(4) A1l sampling and analytical methods used to meet the
monitoring requirements specified above shall (unless otherwise speci-
fied by the State water pollution control agency or Regional Adminis-
trator) conform to the latest edition of the following references:

(a) Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and
Hastewater. American PubTic Health Association, New York, New York

(b) A.S.T.M. Standards, Part 23, Water; Atmospheric
Analysis, American Society for Testing and Materials, Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania 19103.

(c) Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water and Wastes,
Environmental Protection Agency Water Quality Office, Analytical Quality
Control Laboratory, Cincinnati, Ohio 45268,

(5) The permittee shall calibrate and perform maintenance
procedures on all monitoring and analytical instrumentation at intervals
frequent enough to insure accuracy of measurements and shall insure
that both calibration and maintenance activities will be conducted.

3. Moncompliance with Effluent Limitation

a. If for any reason, other than those specified under General
Condition 11 above, the permittee does not comply with or will be
unable to comply with any effluent 1imitation specified in this permit,
the perm!ttee shall provide the State water quality agencies and the
Pegional Administrator with the following information in writing within
five days of becoming aware of such condition:

(1) A description of the noncomplying discharge including
its impact upon the receiving waters.

(2) Cause of noncompliance.

(3) Anticipated time the condition of noncompliance is
expected to continue, or if such condition has been.corrected, the
duration of the period of noncompliance.

(4) Steps taken by the permittee to reduce and eliminate
the noncomplying discharge.

(5) Steps to be taken by the permittee to prevent recurrence
of the condition of noncompliance.

b. Permittee shall take all reasonable steps to minimize any
adverse impact to navigable waters resulting from noncompliance with
any effluent limitation specified in this permit.
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Facility Operation and Quality Control

a. All waste collection, control, treatment and disposal
facilities shall be operated in a manner consistent with the following:

(1) At all times, all facilities shall be operated as
efficiently as possible and in a manner which will minimize upsets
and discharges of excessive pollutants.

(2) The permittee shall provide an adequate operating staff
which is duly qualified to carry out the operation, maintenance and
testing functions required to insure compliance with the conditions of
this permit.

(3) Maintenance of treatment facilities that results in
degradation of effluent quality shall be scheduled during noncritical
water quality periods and shall be carried out in a manner approved by
the permitting authority.

b. The permittee shall submit the following information 90 days
from the effective date of the permit to demonstrate the adequacy of
present treatment practices:

(1) A schematic drawing of all waste treatment units showing
flow pattern; flow (maximum and average; and lToad capacities of each
unit; bypass arrangements (as may exist) and point of discharge.

(2) A location map or drawing showing the latitude-longitude
of each discharge point. Identify the receiving streams and the path
of flow from those streams to a major waterway.

(3) A design analysis which describes the capability of the
existing treatment facilities to produce an effluent which will meet
cuonditions of this permit throughout the term of the permit. This
analysis must identify the effluent quality that could reasonably be
expected from existing facilities with present loading and projected
future loadings at one-year increments. This analysis must also identify
any improvements needed in staffing, operation, maintenance or equipment
replacement to achieve and maintain compliance, the point in time when
the improvements are needed.




10

4, Facility Operation and Quality Control

a. A1l waste collection, control, treatment and disposal
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DEFINITIONS

A1l definitions contained in Par. 502 of the Act shall apply to this
permit and ‘are incorporated herein by reference. Additional difinitions
of words or phrases used in this permit are as follows:

1.  The term "Act" means the Federal Water Poilution Control Act, as
amended, Public Law 92-500 (33 USC 1251 et seg).

2. The term "Environmental Protection Agency" means the U.S. Environ-
mental Protection Agency.

3.  The term "Administrator" means the Administrator of the U.S. Environ-
mental Protection Agency.

4. The term "Regional Administrator" means one of the Regional Adminis-
trators of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.

5. The term "National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System" (hereinafter
referred to as "NPDES") means the system for issuing, conditiong, and
denying permits for the discharge of pollutants from point sources into

the navigable water, the contiguous zone, and the oceans, by the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection Agency pursuant to section 402 of

the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, as amended.

6. The term "applicable effluent standards and limitations" means all
State and Federal effluent standards and limitations to which a discharge
is subject under the Act, including, but not limited to, effluent limita-
tions, standards of performance, toxic effluent standards and prohibitions,
and pretreatment standards.

7. The term "applicable water quality standards" means all water quality
standards to which a discharge is subject under the Act and which have
been (a) approved or permitted to remain in effect by the Administrator
following submission to him pursuant to section 303(a) of the Act, or

(b) promulgated by the Administrator pursuant to section 303(b) or 203(c)
of the Act.

8. The term "sewage" means human body wastes and the wastes from toilets
and other receptacles intended to receive or retain body wastes.

9. The term "sewage sludge" shall mean the solids and precipitates
separated from wastewater by unit processes.

10. The term “"treatment works" means any devices and systems used in

the storage, treatment, recycling, and reclamation of municipal sewage
or industrial wastes of a 1iquid natrue to implement section 201 of

the Act, or necessary to recycle or reuse water at the most economical
cost over the estimated life of the works, including intercepting sewers,
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DEFINITIONS

A1l definitions contained in Par. 502 of the Act shall apply to this
permit and ‘are incorporated herein by reference. Additional difinitions
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standards to which a discharge is subject under the Act and which have
been (a) approved or permitted to remain in effect by the Administrator
following submission to him pursuant to section 303(a) of the Act, or

(2) ﬂroxulgated by the Administrator pursuant to section 303(b) or 203(c)
cf the Act.

8. The term "sewage" means human body wastes and the wastes from toilets
and other receptacles intended to receive or retain body wastes.

9. The term "sewage sludge" shall mean the solids and precipitates
separated from wastewater by unit processes.

10. The term “treatment works" means any devices and systems used in

the storage, treatment, recycling, and reclamation of municipal sewage

or industrial wastes of a 1iquid natrue to implement section 201 of
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cost over the estimated 1ife of the works, including intercepting sewers,




ey - i

uNITERPATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTEC R a3y 259

| ' MATL
R CERTIFIED
RECE!'{‘“;:SHU COVERAGE w&:lmb
; ) NOT FOR NTERNATIONAL MAL

c40

(See Reveise)
ffon. Randy E
ey "Box 118
o 2B 95034

DEC 16 08

code
PO State and 1\? Co
Frisco TX.

Postage

REPLY TO: 6M-ET

Cented Fee

Special Detvery Fee

CERTIFIED MAIL: RETURN RECEJPT REQUESTED (P 834 25‘
" ( \ Restncied Detvery Fee -

e
Return RECePt ST oted

Honorable Randy Elliott '°w—;
0o w

::%?r;: ::;’co S:'.‘;’"‘.,.“fcﬂg--ss of 8'"""

Frisco, Texas 75034

§

1§

Re: Order for Information Docket Ko. VI-88-1756 : §
i d
£

e —
-

NPDES Permit MNo. TX0027715
Dear Mayor Ellfott:

Pursuant to Sectfon 308 of the Clean Mater Act (CWA), ,
the Environmental Proteciion Agency (EPA) has the awthord o ebtain informa- =
tion pertinent to carrying out its responsibilities under the CHA. Accordingly,
the enclosed Order for Informetion is hereby served on you and the city of Frisco,

€ 211ance with the provisions of this Order is ekpected within the maximus
time periods established by each part of the Order. Your cooperation and N
go-ot attention w111 be appreciated. In response hereto, please reference .
cket No, VI-88-1766 and your NPDES permit aumber and send correspondence to
the attention of Mr, David Weeks (6N-ET). o : s

-~

t

It is the policy of EPA to achieve full compliance with the NPDES perwit
program as rapidly as possible. This office 1s prepared to help you in.

way it can, If you have any questions, please contact Nr. David Weeks, EPA,
Dallas, Texas at (214) 655-6475, ’

Sincerely yours, bcc: Gair (EN-338)-

- Pormi/CD

72/ Kanton Kirkpatrick ‘m - A0 & AO mati gl‘r’:g: 52::2:%)

= m. Log  Meacham (6X) . i
:‘gronto. Knudson, P.E. B - NCR 2::: gs)ET) 2ieh »

rector m—— b

Water Management Division (6W) 7.%:13' % Read File (6M-EA)

e Dete Fi'sd Ayers (6E-H) : >
Enclosure Chark's Inds. Bohme (6W-PI) . .

cc: Mr. Ramon Dasch, Section Chief
Wastewater Enforcement

SYMBOL

SURNAME

DATE

OFFICIAL FILE COPY
*U.5.0P0: 19880- MANJ a7
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Honorable Randy Ellfott Rt Fea Dae Deivered \
Mayor of Frisco 18 I cept showng 0 whom |
P.0. Box 118 8 [Retum Reces) ces of Gewvery "

Frisco, Texas 75034 !

Re: Order for Information Docket No. VI-88-1766
NPDES Permit Mo. TX0027715

Dear Mayor Ellfott:

Pursuant to Sectfon 308 of the Clean Water Act (CWA), 33 U.S5.C. ot seqg.,

the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has the awtherity to obtain informe- = = .
tion pertinent to carrying out its responsibilities under the CWA, Accordingly,
the enclosed Order for Information is hereby served on you and the city of Frisco.

Compliance with the provisions of this Order is ekpected within the maximus
time periods established by each part of the Order. VYour cooperation and =
gonpt attention will be appreciated. In response hereto, please reference
cket No, VI-B88-1756 and your NPDES permit sumber and send corrsspondence to
the attention of Mr, David Weeks (6M-ET). S :

It is the policy of EPA to achieve full compliance with the NPDES perwit
program as rapidly as possible. This office 1s prepared to help you umﬂ
way it can, If you have any questions, please contact Mr. David Weeks, EPA,
Dallas, Texas at (214) 655-6475, '

bcc: Gair (EN-338)¢

Sincerely .youn. - Pormit/CD : 1bson_ (GH-EA)
12/ Kanton Kirkpatrick —E . :'3 & AQ metl  Gordon (6W-EAT)

—J‘;ngum Log Meacham (6X)
Myron 0. Knudson, P.E. T . ND : Goetz (6X)- X
Director 4 —B-NCR Weeks (6W-ET)
Water Management Division (6W) 7:%2‘13 o :;ad F:;: }(SU-EA)

D t® F 1% ers {Ot- -
Enclosure Craeks Inks,  Bohme (6W-PI) L o

cc: Mr. Ramon Dasch, Section Chief
Wastewater Enforcement

SYMBOL
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FINDINGS OF FACT
The Stewart Creek Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTW) receives a substantial
amount of flow from three (3) industries subject to Federal Categorical

Pretreatment Standards.

In May of 1987 the Permittee received an Enforcement Order from the Texas Hator

Commission for several violations of the Tcxu Water Code. J'm Ordlr rﬂuﬂ!d S~

the Permittee to monitor the POTW effluent for Arsenic, uhh-. Lnd. Mokd, ‘ : ﬁ,-‘.,f‘.:

and Z'nc. . 2 " "}Q ‘ 3 BN ? l \\4';.{ A
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The 40 CFR Part 403.5(8)(c)(2) states “All other Ponu s!l!] 1n fﬂn 65. “h’ “
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Issuvance of this Order does not preclude the pursuit of additional enforcement
action for the violations cited herein, including additional administrative
compliance orders, administrative penalty orders, and/or civil or criminal

actions.

ORDER
Based on the foregoing FINDINGS OF FACT and pursuant to the authority vested
in the Administrator under Section 308(a)(4)(A) of the Act, 33 U,S.C, § 1319
(a)(4)(A), and duly delegated to the Regional Administrator, Region 6, and
duly redelegated to the undersigned Director, Water Management Division, ;
Region 6, it 1s ordered: J

A. That the Permittee submit to the EPA a one (1) page abstract of the
progress report submitted to the TWC every quarter. This abstract shall
include a report of 1U compliance or interference problems, sludge disposal
practices, construction progress and any other information relevant fo the '
POTH's relationship to the health and environment of the Frisvco cﬁahity. A
This practice shall continue past the termination date of the THC tnforcmnt

Order (May 27, 1989) until such time as the EPA determines furthor suﬁlﬁtﬂa

are unnecessary.

1,,: - 35
R,

B. That the Permittee monitor the Stewart Creek STF 1nfl|mlt and ofﬂwi '(gm %
for Antimony, Arsenic, Cadmium, Copper, Lead, and Meko'l. ‘The ma_\ﬂ:ﬁ‘ Q?w. u
summarized monthly and reported on DMR Forms (EPA Form 3320-1) qurtcrly

(1.e., 3 forms submitted each quarter) with the abstract nquind in Parl A.

of this Order.
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Iv.
Issuance of this Order does not preclude the pursuit of additional enforcement
action for the violations cited herein, including additional administrative
compliance orders, administrative penalty orders, and/or civil or criminal

actions.

ORDER
Based on the foregoing FINDINGS OF FACT and pursuant to the authority vested
in the Administrator under Section 308(a)(4)(A) of the Act, 33 U,S.C. § 1319.
(a)(4)(A), and duly delegated to the Regional Administrator, Region 6, and
duly redelegated to the undersigned Director, Water Management Division, i
Region 6, it 1s ordered: X

A. That the Permittee submit to the EPA a one (1) page abstract of the
progress report submitted to the TWC every quarter. This lbstnct}thn]l
include a report of IU compliance or interference problems, sludge dispo_s'n
practices, construction progress and any other 1nforpt1°n n]evi_nt .to‘ th'd
POTH's relationship to the health and environment of the Frisco cﬁm‘lty. o
This practice shall continue past the termination date of the TWC ‘tnf;or'cg.nn.t_

Order (May 27, 1989) until such time as the EPA determines further submittals

are unnecessary. : : o R R e

B. That the Permittee monitor the Stewart Creek STF 1nnucnt and cfﬂwt'w;l_:;h,;"
for Antimony, Arsenic, Cadmium, Copper, Lead, and Mckol. 'lho dﬂ;a .lm H””‘“ x‘o,,.
summarized monthly and reported on DMR Forms (EPA Form 3320-1) qurtcrty &
(1.e., 3 forms submitted each quartcr) with the lbttrlct roquind in Parf &o ;

of this Order.




NORTH TEXAS MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT

P.O DRAWER C

WYLIE, TEXAS 75098 H ITY
PHONE NO, 442.5405 REGIONAL SERVICE THROUGH UN

December 28, 1990

Ms. Sharron Parrish
Enforcement Branch (6W-ET)

U. S. E.P.A. 2.
Allied Bank Tower at Fountain Place B BV
1445 Ross Avenue ——t  ® AP LM
Dallas, Texas 75202-2733 T
a2 ﬁiq - L e -, e
RE: Frisco Stewart Creek Wastewater Plant a4 L
Order for Information No. VI-88-1756 et i 02 KiSpt
NPDES Permit No. TX0027715 R e

Dear Ms. Parrish:

The Order for Information No. VI-88-1756 requested that monthly
Frisco Stewart Creek Wastewater Plant influent and effluent
data for antimony, arsenic, cadmium, copper, lead, and nickel
be submitted on a quarterly basis and further that an abstract
of the progress report submitted to TWC be sent on a quarterly
basis.

The TWC enforcement order ended on May 27, 1989. The NPDES
Permit has now been issued and was effective on November 5,
1990. Lead is the only regulated metal. It would therefore
seem that the Order for Information no longer serves a useful
purpose and the required analyses are a significant expense
for the city.

It is therefore requested that the Order for Information be
cancelled. If you need any further information, please contact
Dolan McKnight, Manager of Research and Development, or my office.

Sincer :
— ]
——> CARL W. RIEHN Yy =
Executive Director =5 P
CWR:DMc:ra b il - .
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( ; UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY }

4 REGION VI
ALLIED BANK TOWER AT FOUNTAIN PLACE

< fstiaﬁvw‘ o::r::ﬂz;:;:::;a
o1l
b REPLY TO: 6W-ET or 6W-EO

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Administrative Order Close Out

FROM: ark W, Pot

n, OK/LA/AR (6W-EO)

James L. Graham, Jr., P.E.
Chief
Compliance Section, TX/NM (6W-ET)

¥

) 10 Ruth Gibson 1
i Chief

B Administrative Section (6W-EA)

3 For purposes of Compliance and Tracking, please close the following:

. Administrative Order Docket No. PZ— 3§—)756

"_ Issued to c,)é. g/ Fr.sco.
NPDES Permit No. 7y 2 =2 72/5 "

z If you have any questions, please contact Cra. zé;g{
K

Thank you.
i
g - cc: Potts (6W-ED)
3 Graham (6W-ET)
1 Lollins (6C-W)
% Rahor (EN-388) . Permit/CD
‘l"b m:e AO & AQ mat!
.,' —’ » M‘
; wn:® + COTERPONdONCE
3 e 7 + CRAS
I Y
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IN THE MATTER OF

THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S
PRELIMINARY ENFORCEMENT
REPORT CONCERNING THE

CITY OF FRISCO, PERMIT NOS.
10172-01 AND 10172-02

BEFORE THE
TEXAS WATER COMMISSION

E

Oon the _13th day of Februar , 1991, the Texas
Water Commission ("Commission") considered the "Notice of Executive
Director’s Preliminary Enforcement Report and Petition for an Order
Assessing Administrative Penalties and Requiring Certain Actions of
the City of Frisco." Having heard the evidence and argument of the
parties, the Ccummission hereby makes the following Findings of Fact
and Conclusions of Law:

FINDINGS OF FACT

The City of Frisco ("Frisco") is a municipality which owns two
wastewater treatment plants. The Stewart Creek Plant is
located approximately 2,500 feet south of Farm to Market 720,
and immediately west of the St. Louis - San Francisco Railroad
in Collin County, Texas. This treatment plant is authorized
to dispose of waste to Stewart Creek; thence to Lake
Lewisville in Stream Segment No. 0823 of the Trinity River
Basin.

The Cottonwood Creek Plant is located approximately 2,500 feet
north of Farm to Market Road 720, and immediately east of the
St. Louis - San Francisco Railroad in Collin County, Texas.
This treatment plant is authorized to dispose of waste to
Cottonwood Creek; thence to Lake Lewisville in Stream Segment
No. 0823 of the Trinity River Basin.

According to the April, 1988

Texas Surface Water OQuality
Standards, the designated uses of Stream Segment No. 0823 are
contact recreation, high quality aquatic h \ and public

water supply. @E @ E “

FEB 27 1951
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On April 16, 1990, the City of Frisco reported urtauthorized
discharges of raw sewage (approximately 200,000.-'gallors -at
each plant) from the influent structures at the 'Fottonwood
Creek and Stewart Creek Wastewater Treatment Plants. ‘On-April
22, 1990, the City of Frisco reported an unauthorized
discharge of raw sewage (approximately 240,000 gallons) from
the influent structure at the Stewart Creek Wastewater
Treatment Plant.

The Stewart Creek wastewater treatment plant accepts influent
wastestreams from four major industries which include GNB,
Inc., P.C. Dynamics, Hudson Industries and Circuit Fab
Corporation. During a March 14 and 15, 1989 TWC inspection of
the facility’s sludge drying beds, samples of the dewatered
sludge generated by the wastewater treatment plant were
collected and analyzed for their heavy metal concentrations.
The sample results indicated that three of the four sludge
drying beds were managing sludges with E.P. toxic cadmium
concentrations in excess of 1.0 mg/l. Two additional sampling
events conducted on June 26, 1989 and December 11, 1989 also
revealed elevated levels of lead and cadmium in the sludges
being managed by these units.

In the Executive Director’s Preliminary Enforcement Report,

incorporated herein by reference in the Executive Director’s
Petition as Exhibit C, a potentially assessable penalty of
$11,040 is recommended based on an analysis of factors set
forth in Section 26.136(cj(1-4) of the Texas Water Code
("Code") .

The Executive Director has issued a Preliminary Enforcement
Report concerning these violations by Frisco. Concurrently
with the Notice, issuing and filing of his Preliminary
Enforcement Report, the Executive Director has given notice of
the Petition, proposed Order and Report to Frisco, including a
brief summary of the alleged violations, the amount of penalty
recommended, and that Frisco has the right to request an
evidentiary hearing in regard to the occurrence of the
violations, the amount of the penalty, or both, as well as the
terms of the proposed Order, and that such request must be in
writing and must be filed with the Commission not later than
the twentieth (20th) day after the date the notice is received
by Frisco. In the alternative, Frisco has been advised that
it may file written consent to the Executive Director’s Report
and recommended penalties, Petition and proposed Order.




CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Section 26.121 of the Texas Water Code prohibits the discharge
of waste into or adjacent to the waters in the State, except
as authorized by rule, permit or order issued by the
Commission.

The events as found in Finding of Fact No. 2, constitute
violations of §26.121 of the Code and Permit Nos. 10172-01 and
10172-02.

The events as found in Finding of Fact No. 3 demonstrate that
the City of Frisco has managed characteristically hazardous
waste, as defined in 40 Code of Federal Regulations ("CFR")
Part 261 and, incorporated by reference in 31 TAC §335.1, in
at least three of the sludge drying beds at the facility.

The City of Frisco does not have a permit or other
authorization from the Commission to store hazardous wastes
on-site in tanks or containers for more than ninety (90) days
or to dispose hazardous waste in waste piles at the Stewart
Creek wastewater treatment plant.

Sections 26.136(a) and (b) of the Texas Water Code allow the
Commission to assess civil penalties of up to $10,000 per day
for violations of Chapter 26 of the Code or Commission
permits, rules or orders. In determining the amount of the
penalty, §26.136(c) (1)-(4) requires the Commission to consider
the level of extent and gravity of the violation, the level of
impact or hazard of the violation, the history of noncompli-
ance, degree of culpability, good faith efforts to comply or
remedy, economic benefit of noncompliance, future deterrence,
and any other matters that justice may require.

An administrative penalty in the amount of $11,040 is
justified by the violations found herein, considered in light
of the factors specified in Section 26.136(c) of the Code and
analyzed in the Executive Director’s Preliminary Enforcement
Report.

Section 26.019 of the Code authorizes the Commission to issue
orders and make determinations necessary to effectuate the
purposes of Chapter 26 of the Code and Permit Nos. 10172-01
and 10172-02.

In accordance with §26.136(n) of the Code which allows the
Commission to compromise, modify or remit, with or without
condition, any penalty imposed, payment of $2,040 of the
assessed $11,040 administrative penalty should be deferred and
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waived upon satisfactory compliance with Order Provision No.

Section 361.302 of the Texas Solid Waste Disposal Act ("the
Act"), TEX. HEALTH & SAFETY CODE ANN. Chapter 361 (Vernon
Supp. 1990) authorizes the Commission to issue enforcement
orders directing compliance with the Act and Commission rules.

Frisco should be ordered to undertake such actions as are
necessary to effectuate compliance with the provisions of
Chapter 26 of the Code, the Act, and Permit Nos. 10172-01 and
10172~02.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDERED BY THE COMMISSION that, based

upon the above-noted Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law,
Frisco shall undertake certain actions as follows:

Frisco shall pay administrative penalties for past violations
in an amount of $9,000 with $2,040 of.the assessed penalty
deferred and waived upon satisfactory compliance with Order
Provision No. 6. Said penalties shall be paid in three
monthly installments of $3,000 each to the General Revenue
Fund of the State of Texas, and shall be mailed to the Chief
Fiscal Officer, Texas Water Commission, "Re: City of Frisco
Enforcement Order," P. O. Box 13087, Capitol Station, Austin,
Texas 78711-3087. The first payment shall be received on or
before the thirtieth (30th) day following the date on which
this Order is signed, and the following payments shall be
receivea each thirty days thereafter. Payment of this
administrative penalty, as well as payment of any deferred or
stipulated penalty are for violations noted herein. Any
violation not specifically addressed in the Preliminary
Report, Petition or Order is subject to additional penalties.

Effective immediately from the date this Order is issued, the
City shall pay stipulated penalties according to the following
schedule for occurrences of unauthorized discharges or
bypasses of partially treated and/or raw sewage:

(a) from the date of the issuance of this Order through
December 1991: $500 per day; and

(b) from January 1992 through the termination of this Order:
$1000 per day

The above schedule applies to any single or multiple event
unauthorized discharge or bypass (during a 24-hour period)
from the City’s wastewater collection system, Stewart Creek
Treatment Plant, and/or the Cottonwood Creek Treatment Plant.




The maximum amount of stipulated penalties for unauthorized
discharges or bypasses shall not exceed $3,000 for any one
calendar month.

Effective immediately, and continuing for a pericd of one
year, sewage sludge from the Stewart Creek Treatment Plant
shall be analyzed once per month for the metal parameters in
accordance with the method specified at 40 Code of Federal
Regulations ("CFR") Part 268, Appendix I [Toxicity
Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP)] or other TWC
approved method. If the analysis shows the sludge to be
nonhazardous, then the sludge shall be disposed of in
accordance with all applicable rules of the Texas Department
of Health and shall comply with the requirements of Permit No.
10172-01. If the analysis shows the sludge to be a hazardous
waste, then the sludge shall be disposed of as a Class I
hazardous waste. Frisco shall dispose of all Class I
hazardous waste at a certified hazardous waste disposal
facility within 30 days of receipt of the analyses. All
disposal activities shall comply with the applicable shipping
and manifesting requirements pursuant to 31 TAC §335.10.
Frisco shall notify the TWC District 4 Office within 5 days
from the time Frisco becomes aware of any test results that
are determined to be hazardous. Frisco shall submit proof of
proper disposal of all Class I hazardous wastes to the TwWC
District 4 Office within 30 days of final disposal.

The City of Frisco shall not manage sludges evidencing the
characteristics of a hazardous waste on-site in waste piles
unless or wuntil it has obtained a permit from the TWC
authorizing such activicies. If hazardous sludges are
generated at the Stewart Creek wastewater treatment plant in
the future, they shall be managed in accordance with the
regulatory requirements set forth in 31 TAC Chapter 335
Subchapters A through C and shall be disposed of at a
certified hazardous waste disposal facility within ninety (90)
days of generation and the City of Frisco shall submit proof
of proper disposal of all hazardous wastes generated in the
future to the TWC District 4 office within thirty (30) days of
the date of final disposition.

On December 31, 1990, Frisco submitted a revised Closure Plan
to the TWC Hazardous and Solid Waste Enforcement Section which
provides for the closure of the sludge drying beds at the
Stewart Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant as hazardous waste
managament units, if required. This revised Closure Plan is
required to meet the requirements set forth in 31 TAC §335.8
and 40 CFR Part 265 Subparts G and K and is required to
contain a schedule for implementation of closure activities
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not to exceed 180 days from the date of receipt of approval
and/or modification of such plan from the Executive Director.
The permittee shall implement the revised Closure Plan in
accordance with the schedules set forth therein, as approved
and/or modified by the Executive Director, upon receipt of its
written approval.

The permittee shall aggressively enforce its industrial waste
ordinance to prevent/eliminate recurring permit non-
compliances. The permittee shall submit quarterly summary
reports which describe monitoring activities performed and
enforcement action taken for violations of the ordinance. The
first report shall be accompanied by a 1list of major
industries served and sources of waste discharged by each.
The reports are due 25 days following the end of each calendar
quarter.

By no later than December 23, 1991, the permittee shall have
completed construction of, and placed in service the proposed
Stewart Creek West Wastewater Treatment Plant and
pipeline/interceptor. The permittee shall have secured the
approval of the plans and specifications for the proposed
plant from the TWC Plans and Specifications Review Section,
and shall have received a permit (or other TWC approval) prior
to commencement of construction. The permittee shall pay
stipulated penalties in the amocunt of $50 for each day
following the permittee’s failure to comply with the
construction deadline specified herein.

The permittee shall develop and implement a water
conservation/retrofit program designed to reduce rates of
wastewater flow to the permittee’s plant. Accordingly:

(a) the permittee shall submit to the Executive Director for
review, possible modification, and approval, a water
conservation/retrofit program within one hundred-eighty
(180) days from the date this Order is issued; and

(b) the permittee shall implement such water
conservation/retrofit program within ninety (90) days
from the date of the Executive Director’s approval of the

program.

Within 60 days of issuance of this Order, the permittee shall
cause to be published in a newspaper of general circulation in
the city, notification to the effect that the Commission has
imposed an administrative penalty on the permittee for alleged
water pollution due to alleged maintenance deficiencies of the
City’s sewage collection system, that the permittee admits no
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not to exceed 180 days from the date of receipt of approval
and/or modification of such plan from the Executive Director.
The permittee shall implement the revised Closure Plan in
accordance with the schedules set forth therein, as approved
and/or modified by the Executive Director, upon receipt of its
written approval.

The permittee shall aggressively enforce its industrial waste
ordinance to prevent/eliminate recurring permit non-
compliances. The permittee shall submit gquarterly summary
reports which describe monitoring activities performed and
enforcement action taken for violations of the ordinance. The
first report shall be accompanied by a list of major
industries served and sources of waste discharged by each.
The reports are due 25 days following the end of each calendar
quarter.

By no later than December 23, 1991, the permittee shall have
completed construction of, and placed in service the proposed
Stewart Creek West Wastewater Treatment Plant and
pipeline/interceptor. The permittee shall have svc. ~"»d the
approval of the plans and specifications for the proposed
plant from the TWC Plans and Specifications Review Section,
and shall have received a permit (or other TWC approval) prior
to commencement of construction. The permittee shall pay
stipulated penalties in the amount of $50 for each day
following the permittee’s failure to comply with the
construction deadline specified herein.

The permittee shall develop and implement a water
conservation/retrofit program designed to reduce rates of
wastewater flow to the permittee’s plant. Accordingly:

(a) the permittee shall submit to the Executive Director for
review, possible modification, and approval, a water
conservation/retrofit program within one hundred-eighty
(180) days from the date this Order is issued; and

(b) the permittee shall implemenct such water
conservation/retrofit program within ninety (90) days
from the date of the Executive Director’s approval of the

program.

Within 60 days of issuance of this Order, the permittee shall
cause to be published in a newspaper of general circulation in
the city, notification to the effect that the Commission has
imposed an administrative penalty on the permittee for alleged
water pollution due to alleged maintenance deficiencies of the
city’s sewage collection system, that the permittee admits no
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The City and the Executive Director shall attempt to resolve
any disputed issues on an informal basis. Should informal
consultations fail to resolve the dispute, either party is
entitled to a hearing before the Commission, after notice to
the other party and to the Public Interest Counsel.
Stipulated penalties shall be paid to "The General Reverue
Fund of the State of Texas," and payment shall be mailed to
the Chief Fiscal Officer, Texas Water Commission, "Re: City
of Frisco Enforcement Order," P.O. Box 13087, Capitol
Station, Austin, Texas 78711-2087, within 30 days from the
date on which the monthly repocrt is submitted.

Failure to comply with any obligation or deadline imposed by
this Order shall not constitute a violation of this Order to
the extent failure to comply was caused by an event beyond
Frisco’s control. Frisco shall notify the Executive Director
in writing within five (5) days of an event which may cause
ncncompliance with this Order. The Executive Director shall
respond in writing within 30 days from receipt of the
notification with his decision that the event was or was not
beyond Frisco’s control. The burden of proving that an event
was beyond Frisco’s control shall remain with Frisco.

This Order resolves all matters brought up in the Executive
Director’s Report, however nothing in this Order shall
preclude the Executive Director from pursuing additional
penalties, and nothing in this Order shall preclude the
Commission from issuing additional Orders assessing
administrative penalties and requiring certain actions of the
City of Frisco pursuant to 31 TAC Chapter 335.

Upon written notification from the Executive Director, this
Order shall terminate not sooner than two years from the date
of issuance provided all the terms and conditions set forth in
the Order have been completed to the satisfaction of the
Executive Director.

-




14, The Chief Clerk shall forward copies of this Order to all
parties.

ISSUED: FEB 1 5 1991
TEXAS WATER COMMISSION

B. Wynneé III, Chairman

ATTEST:

Gloria A. Vasquesa, ief) Clerk

o o 0l il P
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October 28, 1991 1 - Permit/CD

2. AQ & AO matl

___3 - D{.m'ﬁ
Ms. Bernadine Gordon _A - Vio. Sum. L23

Enforcement Branch (6W-E) - HCR
6 - Correspondence

U.S.E.P.A., Region 6
1445 Ross Avenue
Dallas, Texas 75201-2735 ,
Cierk's Inits.
Re: Frisco Stewart Creek Wastewater Plant
NPDES Permit No. TX0027715

Dear Ms. Gordon:

In conformance with Part II, SA.2.d. of the Frisco Stewart
Creek Plant's NPDES permit, the following Toxicity Characteristic
Leaching Procedure (TCLP) tests on the plant's sludge are
submitted. To date all sludge from the plant has ben dewatered in
four drying beds. The test is performed on an areal composite
sample of dried sludge taken from four areas of each windrow in the
bed. If the test shows an exceedence of a TCLP limit, it is
disposed of in a hazardous waste landfill. All sludge generated
from the plant has been tested.

The sludge continues to have periodic exceedence of the TCLP
cadmium limit, (five of ten beds) although this last occurred on
the July 19, 1991 samples. The monitoring of the three industries
in Frisco (GNB, Hutson, and PCI) have not shown high cadmium levels
in the industrial effluents so that the source of the cadmium is
not well documented. If you have questions or need further
information, please don't hesitate to contact Mr. Dolan McKnight,
Manager of Research and Development with North Texas us.

Sincerely,
George Purefby
City Manager

Xc: Mr. Carl Riehn, NTMWD
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EcoloﬁécdRmudundemt lncorponted JAN 10 %9
P.O. Box 842 ¢ Allen, Texas 75002 » (214) 727-1123 6"6
November 8, 1990
REPORT OF : Solid Waste Evaluation
REPORT TO: Ms. Laura Skaggs
North Texas Municipa! Water District
P.0. Drawer C
Wylie, Texas 75098
SAMPLE FACILITY: Stewart Creek W.W.T.P.
Drying Bed #4
SAMPLE [.D.: Ory Siudge
SAMPLING DATE: October 30, 199C
SAMPLE RECEIVED: November 01, 199C
SAMPLING TIME: 02:00PM
SAMP_ING METHOD: Composite
SAMPLE COLLECTED BY: Client (Larry Conneliy, |
SAMPLE NUMBER: 8665 1
RESULTS: |
Reguiatory Detection Observed
Parameter _imits Limits Concentration
TCLP METALS
f~ser:z mg '’ <£.C 0.002 0.060
caamtum mg AL i 5.0
-eac mg - <8 € 1 1.0
Que =\ Zors-c” informatior
-amr ¢ £e: Stangé~: Spire Date 3¢ Ana'yses
bevpmece- t-ese-vat-or Mezmoz Z.\.% Devie::ior Recove-vk  Anz vses By
TCLE METALS
$at=32310¢ esee
Amsert: Lot to 49¢ 206, &~ « 0.00026 100 11/08/9C M. Bagyoczex
leamum oo’ 3¢ 48¢ a3 0. 2 (OOt 9 11/07/9C M. Baoyoczek
e’ ot e 497 762¢ 0,06 = C.0E 104 11/08/9C M. Baayoczek

)

Respectfully submitted,

/.- Lok A —

Kendai' K. Browr
Manager

oz ¥ 200 W Belmon: * Saite A * FAX #214 727-1) 73
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May 3, 1991

.lzc:ﬂogﬁcnl!‘zlcarchluu!l'lanagnunentlncorporamad
P.O. Box 842 o Allen, Texas 75002 + (214) 727-1123
REPORT OF : Solid Waste Analysis

REPORT T0:

Ms. Laura Skaggs

North Texas Municipal Water District
P.0. Drawer C

Wylie, Texas 75098

SAMPLE LOCATION:

SAMPLE DATE:

SAMPLE ~IME:

SAMP_ £ RECZIVED:
SAMPLE ME~HOD:

SAMP. = IDENTIFICATION:
SAMPLE COLLECTED BY:

SAMPLE NUMBER:
RESULTS:

Stewart Creek WWTP
240

March 20, 1991
10:00AM
March 21, 199]

Grac '
Oried Siudge
Arthur (Clien

11187

0
Ll

Reguiator, Detectior Observec
Parame:zer Limits gimits rati
TCLP METALS
Arsenic mg ° <8.0 0.04 <0.04(1;
Barium, mg <100.C 1.0 <1.0
Caamium ; <t. € 8.1} 4.8
Chromiur mg - <5.( 0.8 <C.3
-eac m; €5.0 e <l.0
Mercur, m; - {eys £.00¢ <C. 004
Se'ercr a2 ¢ <i. 0 e G,2¢€
$ver me <f Sl <0.!
TCLP VOLATILE ORGANICS

berzerzs =- <f.= C.JC <C.0C:
<8rD0r 2% zor o e mc <C.2 0.46¢ <£,00:
<tIropstier: g - <10C.¢ €.08? <C.0C:
Ligrofaes e <€.( 0.0G3 <C.0C:
. malSse S"IZ&"2ene me <T.: 8.0%¢ <C.01¢
e =mtC8 ezet-ars mg <0.3 €.0c: <0.002

20787 2eceirylens mg <C." C.0C: <C.0C:
MeIr.” 21-. ,eloes m: <20C.2 @it '~
Syerzime - . <:.0 0.003 <C.00z
TeIraz enite, Tene m <C.T 0.0C: <0.0¢:3
TTionomoete ane me <0.3 0.00: <C.00:
Viny' griaecge mg <0.2 0.01¢ D4C

382 W Bewmon: + Suite A + FAX #214, 727117




SAMPLE NUMBER:

Parameter

0-Cresol, mg/"

M-Cresol, mg, |

P.Creso’, mg,

creso!, mg’
2.4-Dinitretoiuene, mg/ ]
Hexachiorobenzene mg. '
Heracnioroputaciene. mg/)
hexachioroethane, mg/’
N:tropenzene, mg,
Pentachioropnenc:, mg/}
2.4

.3-Trachioroonene”, mg-
-.%,86-Trcnloropnenc!, mg

Chinrgane mg/°

thu-‘r, mg’

Hectacnior, mg/”
hectacnior epoxide, mg. '
-incane mg °
Metnoxvchior mg’
“cxaonens mg

2. 4="" me
< % FaTET 1hyey me
Y 114
H b B A 4T AY -
TCLF METAL
YA
Lrser ¢ ¢
& .e 2
88K B
== Jf 2
SR ]
Bpespr =o¢
3¢ 2t ux ¢ e
2 -

"
<V

<3,
<Z.
<10C,
<40C,

<2,

TCLP PESTICIDES

Reguiatory

Limits
TCLP SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS

<200.0
<20C.0
<20C.
<200.
<0.
<@.

0

.
(‘f‘)l‘)(*ol.)ln---o

& HERBICIDES

Bialesleleleleleelele e

Detgcgion

L!E‘Si

.010
.010
.010
.010
010
.01C
.010
.Cl

.010
.010
.010
010

Observed

Concentration

<0.010
<0.010
<0.010
<0.010
<0.010
<0.010
<0.010
<0.010
<0.010
<0.010
<0.010
<0.010

<C.03 0.0005 <0.0005
<(.0Z C.0001 <(0.000:
<C.008 €.000% <C.000¢&
<{.00¢ <. 0008 <C.000%
<. C.0008 <(.0005
<i8 . € C.0:C <C.Q1i¢
oL es ¢ .A03 <C.90:
7 e & 0re <L .010
e <{.G18
sorzrs’ 'nigrmazigr
i
s bt ~TE 158: 1
Resnse ver . ;
0¢. £p ns bk e 02.30°%. £, Browr
"08? 5T S gigtag T 04:02 5. k. Wbies
a3, ge Lo Skt gt 04702 §. §. weicr
i U % e 06 04/02 9. K. wesr
7422 6.0 = 0i0 102 02°8: K. weicr
743 ¢.6 - 0.0 g° 04702'9. . Serer
M. A6 3 0.4 102 'S L. Srour
25 6. = 0,00 % WS L e




Ms. Laura Skaggs
age 2
" May 3, 1991

SAMPLE NUMBER:

Parameter

Cresol, mg/’
M-ureso: mg, |
D-\.reso y

creso!

2.4- D\nWtr*t01uene mg/ !
Hevach'erobe":ene
nexacnioroputaciene. mg/!
nexachloroethane, mg’
Nitrobenzene, mg,
Pentacb-orooneno mg/’

11157

2 4,5-"rrcnioropnenc mg-”
2.%,6-Trrcnloropnenc’, mg. "

Chioraane ma ./

nar'r, mg

Hectacnior, mg,

hectacnior epoxide, mg. '
‘ngane mg

Me’r.xvcr tor mg’

“cxaonens mg

4l ome

SR Sa¥F - Sefygs mg
« &7,
grimecgc ceig-
FORETA
L2 LARE
tegee toc ek
R to¢ &%
&cm .r AT i~
T BT 0t 2%
(T S8t £
merzie, loc ¢c
3¢ e ur ¢ ¢ 452
X - we =p 2%

TCLP PESTICIDES

Regulatory

Limits
TCLP SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS

<200.0
<200.0
<200.
<200.
<0,
<0.
<G.
<3,
<2.
<100,
<400
<Z.

EEL R )

VDDV M s v OO

igislelelelelelelaleleole)

& HERBICIDES

Detection

Limits

010
.010
010
.010
010
010
010
.Cl

.010
.010
010
010

Observed
ion

<0.010
<0.010
<0.010
<0.010
<0.010
<0.010
<0,010
<0.010
<0.010
<0.010
<0.010
<0.010

<C.03 0.000° <0.000%
<C.0% C.0001 <0.0001
<C.00¢& €.0005 <0.0005
<(,00¢& ¢.000z <C.0008
<{.¢ C.000s <(0.0005

<tp.€ C.0%0 <C.01¢

i ¢ 003 <(C.00.

SLE &, D10 <C.018

v rdie <(.010

Jua ' ‘T\y Corze-’ ‘n¥aemacigr

-tangé-¢c S ~Te 58

Mot ‘.2 9 TO0E Sl <id N s B
"0t {.( - €.0¢ LD 8. b Erowr
08! N .08 . K. weier
g b.e % | pene gt §. . wecr
I 8.8 2 .02 108 26, §. wecr
"8z ¢.0 = 0.00 0 TS B weicr
7 6.6 = 0.0 g 6. . smver
w348 = 0.0 13 ‘S L. Srowr
26¢ .0 = 8.0 9% 28 L eeien



Ecolu'glc-l Research and Mamgement lneorpomed
Allen, Texas 75002 « (214) 727-1123

P.O. Box 842 «

REPORT OF:
REPORT T0:

SAMPLE FACILITY:

SAMPLING DATE:
SAMP_ING TIME:
SAMPLE RECEIVED:
SAMPLING METHOD:
SAMPLE COLLECTED BY:

SAMPLZ NUMBER:
RESULTS:

Waste

Aame

D-'ec Siuage

Dezec-or Limit

| LEmz ¢ zomoostec ¢

.:’ (L
Lav A
A X 34 -
~ IR QP -9
IRa- A | -
€2 o
= -

April 3,

industrial Waste Analysi

Ms. Laura Skaggs

1991

S

North Texas Municipal water District

P.C. Drawer C
Wylie, Texs 75098
Stewart Creek WWTP-Fina!
Bed #1 - 025D

Effluent

20 W Belmont * Sauite

Respectfully submittec.

,4:::__,:.¢V/A£/:—fr

kendal® K. Browr
Marager
A« FAX #2]4 727-117¢

March 22, 1991
10:20AM
Marcn 22, 1991
Grab
Arthur Kramer (Client;
11180
TELE TCLE TCLE TCLP
Arsenic Caam ur Chromium Leac
img ! n !-\) ‘n/n
¢.0¢ 2.5 <C.5 <10
C.04 0.: 0.5 1.¢
Ese'y 372 3t amalysis.
Qua:itv Zorznc  n¥ormatior
iR Stanga-: SpTas Daze o An: (ses
= he:ns Dev-gtior  resdvervha AN vses £
4 08 i.0 = c.ot e 03.30 5. V. Browr
=z &9 23 ¢.L = t.ot 3t 04/02°8: f. weice
S w = (5 = G.00 pite S 04/0Z7 '8 Foweizr
& 742 it = €. 087Gz 8. F wecr




L4 -~

| Ecolodcal Research and Munagcmcm lnoorponud

P.O. Box 842 ¢ Allen, Texas 75002 « (214) 727-1123
| May 6, 1991
|
| REPORT OF: Industrial Waste Analysis
REPORT TO: Ms. Laura Skaggs

SAMPLE FACILITY:

North Texas Municipal Water District
P.0. Drawer 2408
Wylie, Texs 75098

tewart Creex WWTP

SAMPLING DATE: April 23 100: - R
SAMPLING TIME: 01:30PM -
SAMPLE RECEIVED: April 23, 199.
SAMPLING METHOD: Grap
SAMPLE COLLECTED B::  Arthur Krame~ (Client!
SAMPLE NUMBER: 1198¢
RESULTS:
1cLe TCLE TCLP TCLF
waste Arsenic Caamium Chromium Leac
Rame mg ' \mg 1 ‘!U! ‘m.“.\
Driec Sluage C.0¢ 6.33 <0.% <1.0
Detectior Limit 0.04 0.1 0.5 1.0
SAMI € ZOMDCE i8I mmes ate » Or-o” 2
g& A2 grtre’ Informas-or
ame ivs faance-. Scike Date cf Lknz vses
titemece- L 34 2Ly B4 -1 Resaoe C.\.} 2e kecovervh  Anc vse: £y
% ol 8
LalTasce -
h=ger 6 407 0 £.C = t.ot 14 05:029: .. Fonaer
Leam:um Lot eor 2L g.e = £.0c 101 050276, F.oweicr
lheom ur co0" 1o 492 30 0.0 " > G0 93 05 0; §: K. Ponger
e &) 84¢ (39 0.8 = E308 9z 03 02 & F.oweicr
RespezsfL "y sunmitted
» ” -~y /, /
-~ L —_ — Gp——
Kengz L. Fow
Manage~
4 ¢

200 W Beumom: * Saute A + FAL 2 & "T-1175



| Ecolodal Research and Mnnagemem lncorponud

P.O. Box 842

REPORT OF :
REPORT TO:

SAMPLE FACILITY:

SAMPLING DATE:
SAMPLING TIME:
SAMPLE RECEIVED:
SAMPLING METHOD:

SAMPLE COLLECTED B::

SAMPLE NUMBER:
RESULTS:

waste
Rame

Driec Sluage
Detection Limit

" olamz € :ompo: te:

- -

Allen, Texas 75002 « (214) 727-1123
May 6, 1991

Industrial Waste Analysis

Ms. Laura Skaggs

North Texas Municipal Water District
P.0. Drawer 2408

Wylie, Texs 75098

Stewart Creex WWTP

April 23 10¢:
01:30PM T |
April 23, 199.
Grat
Arthur Krame- (Client!
1198¢
3CLE TCLE TCLP TCLE
Arsenic Caamium “iv JMIUR .eac
" \ |!A- (!:]\_ ‘s,’!\
.0 0,23 <0.% <i.0
04 0.1 0.5 1.0
mmes &té or:d” X &%
iy 3. corgro: Informaz-or
am ¢ - Ssantis, Seike Dase ¢* AnZ vses
L 3 1 MY Bl -1 heenge o.\.1 De kecovemvi hne .se: £y
oc* 1o 492 06: c.t = t.0f ot 05:028: L. Fonge-
{oc” to &92 23C (i1 = 0N 10: 65 02/¢; F. weich
t00” tc 492 e 0.¢ s L.0¢ 9z 08 0. ¢ ¥. Gonge-
=0 £0; 3 gt RS 8z 05 02 &: F.oweicr
RespectfL’ 'y submitted,
» - ” /., /
-~ L —— ~ -
fengz L. Fow
Manage~

200 W Bewmoa: + Saite A * FAL o & "T-175
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PR {‘.;:"—’

' A

lscohonknu l‘esearchauudIvlanagnnnMIN'lncorpowamod
* Allen, Texas 75002 « (214) 727-1123

P.O. Box 85.

REPORT OF :
REPORT T0:

SAMPLE LOCETION:

>

e .

G

July 8, 199]
R LR
Sludge Analysis

Ms. Laura Skaggs

North Texas Municipal Water District
P.0. Drawer C

Wylie, Texas 75098

Stewart Creek WWTP

Drving Bed #4

JUL 11 191

SAMPLE DATE . June 19, 199]
SAMP_f TIM:: 10:00AM
SAMPLE RECEIVED: June 20, 199]
SAMPLE METHOL : Grab
SAMPLE COL_ECTED BY: Larry Connclly (Client)
SAMP_E NUMB:S: . 12993
RESULTS:
Regulatory Detection Observed
Paramezer Limits Limits Concentratior
TCLP METALS
Caam-umr m; - <l.C C.1 C.57
Chromrur mg ° <5.0 ¢.5 <0, &
-eac mg <5.(C .0 g ¢
Quz aty Zomire’ informatior
Sam: ¢ Ere Stanga-¢ Store Dere o kng " yse:
Farame e Prese-vz: ¢° Betno: [.\.% Deviatior kecovervh hne vses -
TCLE METAC
‘3; oo = e° £ * 000 Qf 0f 55 & Fows
oo o loc S £.¢ = .00 ; 02k 482 ) ftonces
(1 Loc ¢ C.F = Q.00 06.26/8.  ». kgnge:
i EPE. 1382, Tes: Metnorn: doe Evaiuating 3o79c maste, Sw-B4F  3rc

Respectfully submitte¢,

4 P Y MR

{ Kendall K. Browr
Manager

200 W l—-s—«-rumsm-::.’:




and Management lncorponted

P.O. Box 842 +« Allen, Texas 75002 < (214) 727-1123
August 1, 1991
'ls\. i ; -’
REPORT OF: Dried Sludge Analysis
; AUG 0 2 199
REPORT TO: Ms. Laura Skaggs
North Texas Municipa! Water District
P.0. Drawer (
Wylie, Texas 75098
SAMPLE LOCATION: Stewart Creek WWTP
SAMPLE i.D.: See Below
SAMPLE DATE : July 19, 199;
SAMPLE TIMEZ: 08:00Am
SAMPLE REZZIVED: July 19, 1991
SAMPLE METHOD: Grab
SAMPLE COLLECTED BY: Arthur Kramer (Client)
SAMPLE NUMBER: See Below
RESULTS:
TCLP TCLE TCLF TCLP TCLP TCLP TCLP TCLF
Samgle Samp'e Arsenic Barum Cadmue Chromium Lead Mercury Selenium Silver
[T 12 LD, (mg/)) (mg’1) (mg '] img/ 1} (mg/1) (mg/1) (mg/1) (mg/1)
1371! Orying Bed #) 0.06 I 5.1 <0,5 <1.0 0.006 0.20 <0.1
13712 Drying Bec #2 0.0€ (9 6.: <C.$ «1.0 <(.004 0.17 <C.}
13733 O-v'n¢ bec #? <C,0¢ .6 C.8¢ <. % <i.0 C.01% 0.23 C.2¢
Deteztior [imite 0.04 1.0 0.} t.5 1.0 C.004 0.04 c.1
Quality Comtrc  infor-meziorn
Samr ‘e Efs ftrangare Stiwe Uaze of Anz vie:
baramm e Erggemvatior hezno: D.\.R Le. &tior Recove-. krng vses E.
Lamr 4 o moe jRix k13
TCLE META. .
EELTNLT S 1341
A-ser:: Coc' tc &9 20¢. S.of = ©.002 108 €7/22791 K. Ponce-
ba-‘us Coo' tc 4°C 708¢ c.( = c.00 9 07725/9! X, Ponge-
0w Coc' tc €9 213 { = C,0c L 62591 R. Weicr
Inomur too' to &9 7100 ¢ = 0.0 L 0°°25'6. K. Ponoe-
NTH Coc’ to 49 742¢ ¢ - .00 10¢ 67,25'81 R. Weizr
he-zu- oo’ to 49¢ 747; €.+ 0.00 3 07726/91 J. Smitr
Seev - Coo® to 4°C 774: .6 - o.00° 10: 72’91 K. Ponoe-
3w Coe! to 4°C 776C c.0 s C,00 £ 87 24'%] K. Ponoe-
200 W Bemmow + Saite A + FAN &214 T27-117%




\

| Eeologlcal Research and Managcmem lncorponted

P.O. Box 842 * Allen, Texas 75002 + (214) 727-1123

August 1, 1991

[ X

<9

REPORT OF : Dried Sludge Analysis
REPORT TO: Ms. Laura Skaggs U
North Texas Municipal wWater District
P.0. Drawer C
Wylie, Texas 75098
SAMPLE LOCATION: Stewart Creek WWTP
SAMPLE 1.D.: See Below
SAMPLE DATE: July 19, 199i
SAMPLE TIMI: 08:00Am
SAMPLE REZCEIVED: July 19, 1991
SAMPLE METHOD: Grab
SAMPLE COLLECTED BY: Arthur Kramer (Client)
SAMPLE NUMBER: See Below
RESULTS:
cLe TCLF TCLF TCLP TCLP TCLP TcLp TCLF
Samp e Samp'e Arsenic Bartum Cadm ur Chromium Lead Mercury Seienium Silver
humoe~ T T (mg/)) img’l) (mg'l img 1) (mg/1) ‘mq/l} Ama/l) {mq/1]
1371} Drying Bed #) 0.06 2.6 g1 <0,k <1.0 0.006 0.20 <C.]
13712 Drying Bec #Z 0.0¢ 1.7 6.2 <.t <1.0 <C.004 0.17 <0.1
13713 0=\ ng bec #? < .0¢ 7.6 C.B¢ <C. <i.0 C.06 0.22 c.2¢
Deteztior Limite 0.04 1.0 0.! e.t 1.0 0.004 0.04 c.1l
Qualitv Contrc information
Samr ‘e EFe Strangarc pive Uate of Ang vie!
bg-amm ¢ frpgemvetior hezno: VS ] ey tgtior Rezove~* Lng vsel E.
Lem: 4 N mo- b e B 2
TCLE META. .
ST T2 1334
Arser:: toc® tc &9 10¢. ¢ - 0,002 10F Ti2279) K. Poncer
ba-us Too' tc 490 708’ ¢.( - .00 90t 67/25/9! k. Ponoe*
Lage uw Coc' tc &9 713( ¢ - t.oc e: $7'25/91 R, Weicr
Inouur Zoo' tc £CC 710¢ - 0.0C ¢ 0°'25'6. K. Ponoer
.eac Coc' to 49¢ 782( ¢. . .00 104 07,25'S1 R. Weicr
he-zu oo’ to 4°C 747; t.c - 0.00 9% 67/26/91 J. Smitr
Se e Coo' to 4°C 174 1.6 - 0.00° 10 § ‘72’91 K. Ponoe-
3 ower Coo! to 49C 776¢ c.e + C.00 = 8§ 2¢'91 K. Ponoe~




TR T i N - GNBRE ff N 4 g .

.
-

? Y g ¢ O(rri 3 1991
Ecological Research and Management Incorporated 62(

P.O. Box 842 + Allen, Texas 75002 « (214) 727-1123

October 7, 1991

A REPORT OF: Dried Sludge Analysis
4 REPORT TO: Ms. Laura Skaggs
North Texas Municipal water District
5 P.0. Drawer C
: Wylie, Texas 75098
r SAMPLE LOCATION: Stewart Creek WWTP
SAMPLE DATE: September 25, 1991
SAMPLE TIME: 02:00°v
SAMPLE RECEIVED: September 25, 1991
SAMPLE METHOD: Grac
SAMPLE COLLECTED BY: Arthur Kramer (Client)
: SAMPLE NUMBER: See Below
RESULTS:
3 TCLF TCLS TCLF IS, TCLP TCLP TCLE T8
f v Sample Sampie Arsenic Barfum Cadmiunm Ch-omium Lead Mercury Selenium Triver
Numoe~ S1iDs. (mq/1) (mg ! (mg/1: mg 1 (mg!1) (mg/1} (mg/1) img
} 15342 Drying Bec #2 <0.0¢ £.0 <0.1 <C.5 <1.0 <0.00¢ 0.10 <0 2
. Detection Limits 0.04 1.0 0.1 0.5 1.0 0.004 0.04 e.l
Jug ‘v Contrc’ ir“aematior |
o, SAMC'E gee itancarc Spike Deze cof Ang e }
Farame:e- ‘e Preservaticr Retno: D . ' Deviatior Rezovervi  An: vses E l‘
TCLP METALS ‘
gagmactioy s ]
A=ger-: Coc t¢ ¢ ( = 10,00 10¢ 1070279 ). Fpnke %
Baeoun too 1o ¢ 208 A Af0€ 9t 0ETIRE R, Mgl |
Caap-ur Cog' to &8¢ B8 1 + .00 9t 10.62°91 b Fonse
throxur €oc” tr ¢ A2 - = C,0t 9 16402798 R, Nghe
-eac oo™ to & 767! $ = e.0¢ 9¢ 10703791 &, Ne'? |
Newrimy oo’ tc e&: " .0 ¢ 2 0,00 100 16/02/9: J. S¢ 3 |
Seer-un Coc” to &% e, - .00 94 10/0:°9) K., Ponger |
Silver Coc’ tc €% 778! t.e ¢ 9! 10/0779: k. Weige |

f1) EPA. 19BE. Test Methoos o~ Zvziuating 5 °': waste. Sh-B46, 3rd Edition.
kesp==T%u "1y submitted,

- Ladlhl £ o

= ( o=
o aae

T4 w214 TLC-117




. EcolodcdRuurd\ and Mmagemem lncorponted

P.O. Box 842 + Allen, Texas 75002 + (214) 727-1123

October 22, 1991
REPORT OF: Dried Sludge Analysis

ocT 22 89
REPORT TO: Ms. Laura Skaggs ﬂ/

North Texas Municipal Water District
P.0. Drawer C
Wylie, Texas 75098

SAMPLE LOCATION: Stewart Creek WWTP
Bed #4 032D
SAMPLE DATE: October 08, 1991
SAMPLE TIME: 02:30
SAMPLE RECEIVED: October 08, 1991
SAMPLE METHOD: Grab
SAMPLE COLLECTED BY: Arthur Kramer (Client)
SAMPLE NUMBER: See Below
RES!' ~S:
TcLp TCLP TCLP TCLP TCLP TCLP TCLP TCLP
Sample Sample Arsenic Barium Cadmium Chromium Lead Mercury Selenfum Silver
Number 1.D. (mg/1) (mg/1) (mg/1) (mg/1) (mg/1) (mg/1) (mg/1) (mg/1) i
15581 Drying Bed #4 <0.04 <1.0 0.2 <0.5 <1.0 <0,004 <0.004 <0.1
Detection Limits 0.04 1.0 0.1 0.5 1.0 0.004 0.04 0.1
Quality Control Information |
|
Sample gpea (1) Standard Spike Date of Anz iyses |
Parameter Preservation Method C.V.8 Deviation Recovervh Analyses 8y
TCLP METALS
Extractior 131!
Arsenic Cod!) to 49 706! 8.¢ > 0.063% 9¢ 10/12/9: K. Ponger
Barium Coo) to 4°: 708¢ .0 = 10700 o 10/14/81 k. Fonger
Caomiun Cool to 4°C 7130 6.6t = 0.0 10¢ 10713/9. k. Fonge-
Chromium Coo! to 49C 7190 .0 + (.00 2 10713791 k. Fonde-
Leac Coo! to 49¢ 7420 C.C : 0.0 10¢ 10/11/91 K. Ponger
Mercury Cool to 4°C 7471 0.c + 0.00 10€ 10/18/91  J. Smitr
Selenium Cool to 4°C 7741 0.¢ s+ 0.00 102 10/17/8! K. Ponder
Silver Cool to 49 7760 c.C + .00 9t 10/11/9:  J. Sartr

(1) EPA. 1986. Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste. SW-846, 3rc Edition.
Respectfully submitted,

AP IS B s il

Kendal] K. Brown
Manager

KKB/sf

208 W Belmoot *+ Swime A » FAX #(214) 7271173
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ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF NOTIFICATION
OF REGULATED WASTE ACTIVITY
(VERIFICATION)

This is to acknowledge that you have filed a Notification of Regulated Waste Activity for the
installation located at the address shown in the box below to comply with Section 3010 of the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Your EPA Identification Number for that
installation appears in the box below. The EPA Identification Number must be included on all
shipping manifests for transporting hazardous wastes; on all Annual Reports that generators of
hazardous waste, and owners and operators of hazardous waste treatment, storage and disposal
facilities must file with EPA; on all applications for a Federal Hazardous Waste Permit; and other
hazardous waste management reports and documents required under Subtitle C of RCRA.

) T
-’ =

TX0000888453 11/09/9

BECTON DICKINSON

2?7 LEIGH FISHER BLVD
EL PASO » TX 79906
BILL SHAVER

TR e A e

27 LEIGH FISHER blLVD
EL PASU »TX 79906

EPA Form 8700-12B (6-90)

P

el T i,
2

i




